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barges, but which can be’handled direct from ships or cars with equal 
facility. It shows the practical use on docks and piers of the 


Otis Inclined Elevator 


The Quickest, Safest, Most Modern and Economical 
Method of handling large volumes of freight or mer- 
chandise in transit or in process of manufacture. 


If you have not seen this type of elevator in operation and noted its increased 
capacity at decreased cost over your present method of handling, you can 
hardly imagine the great advantage such apparatus will be to you. 


We make inclined and horizontal types adapted to every condition of service. Without obligation, we will 
supply full information. Correspondence invited. 


Otis Elevator Company fTciysens. New York 
600 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago 
Offices in All Principal Cities of the World 
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- DIGEST OF DECISIONS 


Under the Interstate Commerce Act 
Opinions of the Interstate Commerce Commission and the Courts 
Mr. A. E, Beck, Traffic Manager, the Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Association of Baltimore, Md., writes: 
have found use for your Digest several times within the past week. To me it is invaluable. As 
the boy described the skeleton as “bones with the people off,” so is your Digest, 
“meat, with the superfluous verbiage off.” 


10,000 Points for the Traffic Man. Price, $8.00 Delivered 
LUST & MERRIAM, Authors and Publishers, 10 So. LaSalle St., Chicago, IIl. 


Complete Reference Work 


PUBLIC UTILITY LAWS 
STATE and INTERSTATE 


The foundation for the study of all questions bearing on rates, and other features of regulation 
bet ween shippers and carriers, is the law. No traffic manager or traffic attorney can afford to be without 
the Interstate Commerce Laws and Statutes of th.» several states. The most complete and convenient compil- 

ation of these laws is contained in the book here illus- 
trated, which has been extensively sold to represent- 
ative carriers and prominent shippers. 


Edition Nearly Exhausted 


An Indispensable 
Reference Work 


The demand for this book has been so extensive 
that only a comparatively small number remain and in 
a few weeks copies can no longer be obtained. This 
represents the last opportunity to get one of these dur- 
able volumes of the Digest of Federal and State Court 
Decisions, the Interstate Commerce Laws and the Laws 
of the Various States regulating carriers and relations 
with shippers. 

This volume of 1,500 pages, in addition to a com- 
plete compilation of State Public Utility Laws and 
Interstate Commerce Laws and the Digest of Court 
Decisions, also contains all forms prescribed for filing 
complaints with the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


One of the remaining volumes, cloth bound, can be 
obtained for $7.50, delivered. Act quickly, as this op- 
portunity will soon pass. 


Send your order now, and you will have the book 
available when needed. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU 


418 South Market Street, Chicago 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 








Philadelphia-New Orleans Transportation Co. 


BETWEEN 


PHILADELPHIA—CHARLESTON NEW ORLEANS 


New 4,000-Ton Freight Steamers “A. A. Raven,’ ‘‘Ruby,”’ “Robert M. Thompson”’ 
Every Ten Days Low Insurance Rates 


Regular freight service between points in Seaboard Territory, via Philadelphia and New Or- 
leans and Baton Rouge, Bayou Sara, Monroe, Shreveport, Lake Charles, Meridian, Natchez and 
points in Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Oklahoma and Kansas as shown in published tariffs. 
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In the above picture is shown the hand of Jas. J. Hill who controls this bi 


railroad system which extends from Lake Superior to Puget Sound. 


Mr. Hill 


began railroading while a very young man, under circumstances no more favorable 
than those under which thousands of other young men of today are beginning. 


Here is Mr. Hill’s Record: 


He was born in the country, near Guelph, 
Ontario, in 1838. His first railroad job was 
that of telegraph operator. Atabout32 years 
of age he became an important man in the 
railroad world, having formed the Red River 
Transportation Company, which opened up 
the rich wilderness between St. Paul, Minn., 
and Winnipeg, Canada. 


A little later he helped build the Canadian 
Pacific. He then became the leading factor 
in building the present Great Northern Sys- 
tem, with its 7487 miles of track, reaching 
from Duluth, Minn., on Lake Superior, to 
Vancouver, in British Columbia. 


Think of the millions of dollars which the build- 
ing of the Great Northern Kailway 
represents—think of the thousands 
of freight and passenger cars, and 
the one thousand eleven hundred 
and ninety-one big railroad loco- 
motives owned and in operation 

A by the Great Northern Railway. 
A Think of Jas. J. Hill,who figura- 
tively holds in the palm of his 
hand this vast amount of rail- 
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La SALLE EXTENSION UNIVERSITY 
Dept. 313, Chicago, Illinois 


Please send “‘Ten Years’ Promotion in One”’ 
and your book telling how I may, without 
interfering with my present employment, pre- 
pare myself as a Traffic Manager. 


road equipment—these millions of dollars of 
capital. 

Then take a look at yourself and see how you 
measure up to the standard of efficiency which 
Mr. Hill has set. Ask yourselt whose fault it is 
if you are still plugging along asa station agent 
or a telegraph operator or a general office clerk 
ora bookkeeper at $65.00 a month. 


Perhaps there is nota man who will read this 
announcement, who is not familiar with Mr. 
Hill’s record. Many of you know him personally; 
therefore, you know that there is nothing mys- 
terious about his rapid rise from a little country 
railroad station job to a position of power and 
affiuence The above drawing tells the secret of 
his success. Itshows you the five main elements 
of Mr. Hill’s success—the same five elements 
that will make you successful. 


Get Aboard the Limited Express to “Promotionville’ 


There are thousands of Jas. J. Hill’s, but 
true, they are not all in the railroad business. 
Many of them are at the heads of the big indus- 
trial and commercial institutions located all over 
the United States, from Maine to California. 
They all started just like Mr. Hil! started—at the 
bottom—and the same things which made Mr. 
Hill successful made these thousands of other 
men successful. 


The Same Things Will Also 
Make You Successful 


Five of the main elements of their success are 
shown in the illustration above. Study this 
picture closely, and if you are not already one 
of the “‘big men” you'll be pretty apt to “find 
your starting point” in this chart and the coupon 
at the bottom of this page. 


Through our course in Interstate Commerce we teach you how to find out about the work the 


man higher up is doing. 


We teach yon all about the new freight laws that have caused so many 


changes in the old way of figuring rate combinations. 


If you do not wish to follow railroad work, the big steel plants, the big coal companies, the 
big lumber companies, and the hundreds of other big industrial corporations offer big opportunities 


to men who can save them money in the shipment of their respective commodities. 


A Traffic 


Manager's salary is not an expense to a firm, but to the contrary it is a profitable investment, 


because he may save the firm ten times his salary each year. 
Any one with ordinary education and ability may successfully 
Not even the high school education is essential. 


man to command his own salary. 
complete the course. 


This kind of position enabies a good 


Positions as Traffic Managers 
Often Pay $5,000 a Year 


We can prepare you right in your own home for one of these big jobs. 


The attached 


coupon will bring all particulars and a FREE copy of our book, **TEN YEARS’ 


PROMOTION IN ONE.’’ 


This book is worth a dollar of any man’s money, but 


it is Free to you while the present edition lasts. 


La SALLE EXTENSION UNIVERSITY 


Department 313 . - 


CHICAGO, ILL. 


We have courses which prepare you for the following: Lawyer, Business Manager, 


Public Accountant (C. P. A.), 


Traffic Manager, Bookkeeper, Correspondent 
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Food Products 


The new Food Products depart- 
ment of Wells Fargo & Company Ex- 
press is at the service of all who seek 
the solution of our national problem— 
the reduction of the high cost of living. 


Dealer, distributor, consumer and 
carrier—all will be put in closer touch 
by means of this new department. 


Write today for a free copy of the 
Wells Fargo Messenger, special Food 
Products number; it will explain to 
you in detail this important new step 
in the business of transportation. 


Food Products Department 


Wells Fargo & Co Express 


51 Broadway, New York 
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MINIMIZE THE CAR SHORTAGE. 

Car shortage days are near. It is time to increase 
the amount of consideration given to its reduction 
to the lowest possible amount. The figures of the 
American Railway Association, showing conditions 
from the latest reports, are presented in this num- 
ber of The Traffic World. Conditions are a little 
better than they were at the corresponding period 
last year, but that gives no occasion for rejoicing. 
There will be a shortage bad enough to be a serious 
affliction in many businesses. The holding up of 
goods to await the outcome of tariff legislation, for 
one thing, is expected to make an abnormal traffic 
at the very worst time. 

There is hardly a reader of The Traffic World 
who does not know what should be done. A review 
of the pages of last year’s paper at about this sea- 
son will recall the protective measures clearly to 
mind. It is not enough, however, to act as an in- 
dividual along the co-operative lines which last 
year’s experience indicated would prove effective. 
Men who understand these things must, to protect 
their own interests, see that those less well-informed 
are posted and emphatically warned to co-operate in 
this work. It must be remembered that last year, if 
everybody had not taken off his coat and got after 
the proposition of loading cars with all they would 
hold, and loading them quickly and unloading them 
without delay and keeping them moving on the line 
and through the terminals, the car shortage would 
have been enormously greater than it was, and 
would have thrown the country’s business machine 
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badly out of gear. Car shortage piles up trouble in 
the banks. Railway men, leading industrial execu- 
tives and traffic men and chambers of commerce 
learned what they could accomplish by co-operation 
last year and many are getting into action earlier 
this fall. Don’t fail to tackle it. Let us know what 
you do. 


TRAFFIC AS A PROFESSION. 

Some of our friends remark that business and so- 
cial feelings are the foundation of all the affiliation 
there is among traffic men. They wonder if there 
will not in time develop a professional spirit which 
may be made the basis for an even larger and more 
useful affiliation. Those who have given’ thought 
to the matter are pretty well agreed that, at least 
in the industrial field, the competent manager of 
traffic would derive substantial benefit from the ex- 
istence of such a professional feeling, if it resulted in 
the development and expression of reasonable stand- 
ards of attainment. 

Among professional men the lawyers and archi- 
tects and doctors and engineers in various branches 
have their organizations whose purpose is to aid 
members in ripening their professional experience 
and judgment. The transportation field in this 
country at present is considerably hampered by the 
ignorance and lack of understanding of a good many 
business men. They don’t give the traffic end of 
their proposition its proper attention and rating in 
importance, and the result is that in one way or 
another they lose, or fail to make, a very consider- 
able share of the profits to which they are entitled. 

The good traffic manager, who, with the intelligent 
co-operation of his executive officers, is doing con- 
structive work which is a vital factor in the policy 
and in administration of his company, is constantly 
having his work confused by the uninformed with 
that of some renegade scavenger who picks up a 
precarious livelihood by retailing merely low grade 
clerical services. This condition is bad for the real 
traffic men, and it is bad for the people who employ 
them, and the people who should employ them, but 
don’t. We should like to know what the men who 
read The Traffic World think ought to be done about 
it. 


SPECIFIC USES OF THE TRAFFIC WORLD. 

There is a marvelous amount of variety and dif- 
ference among the transportation interests of the 
leading corporations of this country. It seems that 
they are exactly alike in only one main particular; 
that is, that the men who give attention to these af- 
fairs almost without exception read The Traffic 
World every week, and look upon it as one of the 
mainstays of their activities. It is pleasant at times 
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to review the many expressions of friendship and 
interest in the work of the paper, which come to its 
headquarters. It is particularly pleasant because we 
know that if the work already under way receives 
such favorable comment, the carrying out of plans 
for improvement, which are always made rather far 
ahead, will add very much to the usefulness of the 
paper to its readers. 

Our difficulty is in making these plans so well bal 
anced that in assisting one we shall not slight an 
other. We constantly feel that we should like t 
know more, in specific ways, about what our readers 
use in the paper as it is, and what they use it for, 
and its exact value to them, in time or cash, and 
what they could use that they don’t get. Our read- 
ourselves have a common interest in dis 
We should like to hear from 


you whenever anything along this line occurs t 


ers and 
cussing this problem. 
you. If some day soon the paper saves money for 
your firm or helps you make money for it, or saves 
a lot of time and fuss and correspondence in any one 
of the many ways which it can do and does by re- 
placing uncertainty with knowledge, why not let us 
know about it? Tell how the paper helps you get 
an advantage which you could not possibly have 
obtained without it. We are here to perform the 
most valuable service possible for our readers, and 
we appreciate having them keep us in touch with 
their work and needs. If the reading of this brings 
something to mind right now which will be inter- 


esting along this line. tell us. 


VALUATION ENGINEERS IN SESSION 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 





The board of engineers and the advisory board are 
to be in conference for probably 
relating to the 


in session and expect 
several days next 
organization of the work of making the physical valua- 
tion. The engineers are at work on the question of 
what maps shall be required of the roads and in what 
form they shall inventory their property and how much 

The members of the 
how the force of the 
organized and how the work shall 
members are Charles F. Staples, 
secretary of the treas- 
Adams. 


week on questions 


of the work the carriers shall do. 
advisory board are considering 

Commission shall be 
be parceled out. Its 
John Skelton Williams, 
ury, Prof. E. W. Bemis and Prof. H. C. 


assistant 


FUNDS FOR SIGNAL INVESTIGATION. 


The House on Saturday evening agreed to the Mann 
amendment to the deficiency bill allowing $25,000 for an 
extension of the investigation of automatic signals and 
train control apparatus. The Wallingford wreck caused 
the amendment to be offered and accepted, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the railroads have ignored most of 
the recommendations that have already been made on 
that head. 
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LEADERS IN TRAFFIC 


The Men Who Are Solving the Big Pro 
lems—and the Good Work 
They Have Done 





A. F. MACK. 


A. F. Mack, United States Steel Pri 
ucts Co., was born in Cleveland, O.. and entered railro 
clerk in the local freight 


(later the B. & O.). He be 


freight agent 


service in 1881 as office 


the Valley Railroad of Ohio 





A. F. MACK, 
President Traffic Club of New York. 


came chief clerk in the general freight and passenger 
office, and subsequently commercial agent of the Balti- 
more & Ohio, and in 1898 entered service of the Atchi 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe as traveling freight agent at 
Pittsburgh. He 1898 to accept the position 
of division freight agent of Steel & Wire 
Co. of Cleveland, and position of 
assistant general freight agent at New York City in May, 
1899, his duties including the export traffic of that com 
pany. When in November, 1903, the United States Steel 
Corporation organized the United States Steel Products 
Co, to conduct its entire export business, Mr. Mack was 
placed in charge of its freight traffic, including the vari 
ous steamship lines now owned and operated by that 
company. He was a charter member (in 1900) of the 
Community of Freight Traffic Interests of New York, the 
parent of the Traffic Club of New York, organized in 
1906 (with a present membership of approximately 
1,100), and with which he has since been closely iden- 
tified, being elected vice-president in 1911 and president 


in November, 1912. 


resigned in 
the American 


was promoted to the 
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A BUSY WEEK AT WASHINGTON 


New York Central Bonds and 
J. P. Morgan.—The Commission re- 
sumed work on Tuesday morning by 
holding the first of its hearings in 
the investigation it is conducting of 
the proposed bond issue by the New 
York Central for the purpose of 
consolidating itself with the Lake 
Shore and the subsidiaries of the 
latter, specifically the Pittsburgh & 
Lake Erie, the Toledo & Ohio Cen- 
tral and the Chicago, Indiana & Southern. 

The size of the proposed financial operations neces- 
sary to carry out this consolidation may be inferred 
from the fact that on “the first shot out of the box” it 
is proposed to retire $297,000,000 worth of 3% per cent 
bonds by the issuance of 4 per cents and the issuance 
of bonds for new capital amounting to $355,000,000. Of 
that immense sum, the New York Central is to use $255,- 
000,000 and the Lake Shore $100,000,000, which is just 
double its present issue of capital stock and two-thirds 
of its outstanding bonded indebtedness. 

Quietly, J. P. Morgan came to the witness stand on 
Tuesday afternoon to give his opinion as an _ expert 
banker that the plan whereby the consolidation is to be 
made igs the best and most feasible that he and his 
associates have been able to devise. Owing to the fact 
that the Senate was passing the tariff bill, the coming 
and going of this industrious son of the premier financier 
of the western hemisphere was as quiet as the big men 
of finance are always supposed to desire. 

C. H. Venner, the objecting stockholder, through his 
attorney, H. Aspinwall Hodge, undertook to persuade 
Commissioners Clements, Clark and McChord, who con- 
ducted the hearing, that the intention of the Morgan in- 
terests is to do for the New York Central and the Lake 
Shore what has been done with the New Haven. Vice- 
President and General Counsel Harris of the New York 
Central protested time and again with all the vigor that 
he could master against that line of opposition. He 
called the work of the objecting stockholder and his 
attorney dastardly. Messrs. Harris and Hodge learned 
during the course of the day that hard names do not 
impress the Interstate Commerce Commissioners at all 
and by Wednesday morning they were proceeding with 
fewer displays of heat. 











Commerce Court’s Fate Rests With Senate —So far 
as the House of Representatives is concerned, the Com- 
meree Court and the Commerce Court judges ceased to 
exist on Tuesday by a vote of more than two to one. 
That branch of Congress repealed the law creating the 
court and authorizing the appointment of the judicial cir- 
cuit judges needed to constitute it. The fight made by 
Representatives Broussard and Borland seemed to im- 
press their fellow members, but if that is the fact the 
effect of their argument was not visible when the vote 
was taken. The fight is now before the Senate com- 
mittee on appropriations, to which messages are being 
sent by the organizations of shippers who first directed 
their protest to the House committee on appropriations 
and the judiciary. Heretofore the wishes of shippers 
have had great weight with Congress. It is presumed that 
such would have been the fact this time had not the 
members of the House who advocated the abolition of 
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the court and judges made the anqualified assertion that 
the protest which the shipping organizations made had 


been given under a misapprehension. The inference to 
be drawn from the assertion that there was a misap- 
prehension is that the shippers were in error when they 
assumed that the continuance of the Commerce Court 
would be in their interest. 





Scee| Cars as an Investment.—Great interest was 
shown here in the message sent by the railroad managers 
in Chicago to the interstate commerce committees of 
Congress directing attention to the fact that if Congress 
should direct the immediate replacement of wooden equip- 
ment with all steel cars it would cost in the neighbor- 
hood of $625,000,000, a sum of money that the railroads 
could not now raise in the condition of the security 
market. Commissioners Clements and Clark, at the 
Wednesday morning hearing on the New York Central 
matter, asked A. H. Smith, senior vice-president of that 
corporation, whether he had data upon which to base 
an estimate of the life of an allsteel car. Mr. Smith 
said that he had not, but that he had received reports 
enough to give him serious concern as to the future of 
all-steel cars on account of rust from the inside outward. 
He said that rust on the surface is, of course, easily 
detected, but apparently it is going to be a very serious 
problem to prevent rust on parts that are not open to 
daily inspection. Notwithstanding that fact, he said that 
the Vanderbilt lines are spending in the neighborhood 
of $4,000,000 a month for steel equipment of all kinds. 
He said that nearly all the mail and a great many of 
the baggage cars are all steel, and the rest of the equip- 
ment is being taken care of as fast as the car builders 
can turn it out. 





Eight Million Dollars for New Terminals at Cleveland. 
—During the New York Central hearing Vice-President 
Smith provoked broad smiles by referring to the fact 
that there is an item of $8,000,000 for a new passenger 
station at Cleveland, O. The smile was produced by 
those who recall the old, not to say, ancient, stone struc- 
ture that has been a landmark and an eyesore and a 
vexation of soul for the people of that city and a con- 
stant source of trouble for the railroad men who have 
been compelled to use it. On cross-examination by Mr. 
Hodge, Mr. Smith said that the estimate of $8,000,000 
was not exclusively for a new station at that point, but 
for other terminal improvements. 

COMMERCE COURT LOST. 

The House on Monday evening almost unanimously 
voted against the Broussard amendments intended to 
either preserve the Commerce Court or the Commerce 
Court system of dealing with orders of the Commission 
and then voted to not only abolish the court but also 
to abolish the five additional circuit court judgeships that 
were created in order that the court might be consti- 
tuted. Whether the abolition of the judgships contra- 
venes the constitution is a question that will probably 
be litigated when the accounting officers of the treasury 
refuse to pay the salaries of the judges who have con- 
stituted the Commerce Court. On the question of aboli- 
tion the vote was 92 to 45. There was no quorum in 
the committee when the vote was taken, but on Tuesday 
there was a quorum and the defects of Monday were 
cured, the proportions in favor of aboiition being about 
two to one, 
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IN COMMERCE COURT 


WILL NOT ASSUME JURISDICTION 


No. 86—June Session, 1913. 

LOUISVILLE & NASHVILLE RAILROAD CO., PETI- 
TIONER, VS. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, RE- 
SPONDENT; INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMIS- 
SION, INTERVENER. 





Submitted on Pleadings and Proofs. 


(For opinion of Interstate Commerce Commission see 
24 I. C. C. Rep., 228.) [Traffic World, July 6, 1912, p. 14.] 
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presiding judge, and Hunt, Carland 
[Sept. 4, 1913.] 
CARLAND, Judge: 

An objection to our jurisdiction to hear and deter- 
mine the questions presented by the petition is made by 
counsel for the United States. Counsel for the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission do not urge this objection 
and are willing that we assume jurisdiction. The ques- 
tion of jurisdiction, however, is presented by the record, 
and we must take notice of it even if the parties do not 
care to do so. That we have jurisdiction of a case must 
appear before we can do anything therein. Section 4 of 
the Act to regulate commerce as amended June 18, 1910, 
36 Stat., 547, provides that it shall be unlawful for any 
common carrier subject to the provisions of the act to 
charge or receive any greater compensation in the aggre- 
gate for the transportation of passengers or of like kind 
of property for a shorter than for a longer distance over 
the same line or route in the same direction, the shorter 
being included within the longer distance. This section, 
however, contains the following proviso: 

“Provided, however, That upon application to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission such common carrier may in spe- 
cial cases, after investigation, be authorized by the Commis- 
sion to charge less for longer than for shorter distances for the 
transportation of passengers or property; and the Commission 
may from time to time prescribe the extent to which such 
designated common carrier may be relieved from the operation 
of this section.”’ 

The Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. operates a 
line of railroad extending from Louisville, Ky., to Nash- 
ville, Tenn. The rates published and charged over this 
route from Louisville to Nashville were lower in varying 
amounts on one or more classes of freight than its rates 
from Louisville to practically all the stations and towns 
along the route intermediate to Nashville; but this is 
alleged to be due to steamboat competition at Nashville 
on the Cumberland and Ohiorivers. This rate situation be- 
ing on its face in violation of the fourth section above 
referred to, the petitioner filed its application with the 
Commission praying to be relieved from the operation of 
said section so far as the towns on the line of the peti- 
tioner between Louisville and Nashville were concerned. 
Bowling Green, Ky., is one of these towns. As a result 
of a hearing had on petitioner’s application the Commis- 
sion on Oct. 8, 1912, made the following order: 


“It is ordered, That that portion of said application No. 
1952 which seeks authority to continue to charge lower rates 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





Vol. XII, No. 11 


on traffic through Bowling Green, Ky., to and from Nashvill 
Tenn., than are contemporaneously in effect on like traffic t 
and from Bowling Green, Ky., be, and the same is hereby, d« 
nied, effective Dec. 1, 1912. 

“It is further ordered, That that portion of said applica 
tion No. 1952 which seeks authority to continue to charge lowe 
rates on oranges from Jacksonville, Fla., through Bowlin; 
Green, Ky., to Louisville, Ky., than are contemporaneously i 
effect on like traffic to Bowling Green, Ky., be, and the sam: 
is hereby, denied, effective Dec. 1, 1912.” 

In the present proceeding petitioner seeks to hav« 
this order annulled. Our jurisdiction to hear and deter 
mine matters alleged in the petition is not to be deter 
mined by the nature and extent of the power conferred 
upon the Commission by section 4 of the Act to regu- 
late commerce, and therefore we need not stop to con- 
sider what, if any, relief we could grant to the petitioner 
provided we had jurisdiction to review the order of which 
complaint is made. Our jurisdiction must be determined 
by a consideration of subdivision 2, section 207, of the 
Judicial Code, which reads as follows: 


“Cases brought to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend in 
whole or in part any order of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission.” 


In Procter & Gamble vs. United States, 225 U. S., 
282, the Supreme Court had this subdivision under con- 
sideration. In the case cited Procter & Gamble filed a 
complaint with the Commission charging that certain 
charges for demurrage established by interstate carriers 
were repugnant to the Act to regulate commerce, because 
unjust and oppressive and because such charges created 
preferences and discriminations. The Commission de- 
nied the relief asked and dismissed the complaint, where- 
upon Procter & Gamble filed a petition in this court 
praying that the action of the Commission in denying 
relief be vacated and set aside. This court took juris- 
diction of the case, and after hearing determined that 
the Commission did not err in dismissing the complaint. 
Procter & Gamble then appealed to the Supreme Court, 
and the question of the jurisdiction of this court being 
raised, it was held that it had no jurisdiction to review 
the action of the Commission in dismissing the Procter 
& Gamble complaint. The question before the Supreme 
Court was stated by the chief justice as follows: 


“Is the authority of the Commerce Court confined to en- 
forcing or restraining, as the case may require, affirmative or- 
ders of the Commission, or has it the power to exert its own 
judgment by originally interpreting the administrative features 
of the act to regulate commerce, and upon that assumption 
treat a refusal of the Commission to grant relief as an affirma- 
tive order and accordingly pass on its correctness?’ 


Then referring to the language of subdivision 2, 
hereinbefore quoted, the court said: 


“Giving to these words their natural significance. we think 
tt follows that they confer jurisdiction only to entertain com- 
plaints as to affirmative orders of the Commission; that is, 
they give the court the right to take cognizance, when prop- 
erly made, of complaints concerning the legality of orders ren- 
dered by the Commission, and confer power to relieve parties 
in whole or in part from the duty of obedience to orders which 
are found to be illegal. No resort to exposition can add to the 
cogency with which the conclusion stated is compelled by the 
plain meaning of the words themselves.” ~ 

It is claimed that this court has already decided in 
A., T. & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. United States, 191 Fed., 856, 
commonly called the Intermountain case, the question of 
jurisdiction now under consideration in favor of pveti- 
tioner. This claim must fail. It is true the Intermour- 
tain case was decided by this court before Procter & 
Gamble, supra, was decided by the Supreme Court; but 
the order in the Intermountain case was an affirmative 
order. ‘The Commission did not in that case simply deny 
the relief prayed for and dismiss the petition, but went 
further and made an affirmative order wherein it pre- 
scribed the extent to which the petitioning carriers 


should be relieved from the operation of section 4 by 
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stablishing zones and a schedule of rates with refer- 
nee thereto. That case and the one at bar are plainly 
listinguishable. Counsel for petitioner argues that if 
here is no power in this court to review the action of 
the Commission in cases where it simply denies relief 
inder section 4, then that section confers arbitrary power 
upon the Commission to do as it pleases and said sec- 
tion is therefore void. The jurisdiction of this court to 
review the action of the Commission in dismissing peti- 
tioner’s complaint in no wise depends upon the validity 
of section 4. More than that, we cannot determine the 
merits of the controversy until we first find that we 
iave jurisdiction to do so. It is further claimed that ihe 
effect of the denial of petitioner’s complaint by the Com- 
mission as to Bowling Green is to compel petitioner to 
either raise the Nashville rate or lower the Bowling 
Green rate; that petitioner on account of competition 
cannot raise the Nashville rate, and therefore is com- 
pelled to lower the Bowling Green rate. This, it is 
urged, shows that the effect of the action of the Com- 
mission was affirmative in compelling the reduction of 
the Bowling Green rate. So it may be said in the Proc- 
ter & Gamble case that the dismissal of its complaint by 
the Commission compelled it to pay demurrage charges 
which it claimed to be unjust; but this fact had no 
weight in the opinion of the Supreme Court. 

We are clearly of the opinion that under the ruling 
in the Procter & Gamble case we have no jurisdiction 
in the case at bar. The order will therefore be that the 
petition be dismissed. 


THE PENALTY ON COTTON BALES 


The Commission, through Secretary McGinty, has in- 
formally taken up, with steamship companies that carry 
cotton from Gulf and Atlantic ports, the advisability of 
their suspending their rule that cotton in bales with 
dimensions exceeding 27x54 inches shall be penalized to 
the extent of $1 a bale until October 1. The probability 
is that such a suspension will come of the efforts made 
by the Commission, which has no jurisdiction in the 
matter whatever and gets into the subject only through 
the fact that railroad agents throughout the South, as a 
matter of information for shippers, have given notice 
that the penalty will be imposed. 


The steamship companies gave notice that they would 
do that, eight months ago, but, according to the Selma 
Cotton Exchange, the fact, if known, did not impress 
itself upon shippers until the penalty notice was actually 
put forth by the railroad agents. Then that exchange 
asked the Commission to use its good offices. 

The time and expense of changing @in boxes so as 
to produce a bale in accordance with What the steam- 
ship companies think they should be, is said to be trifling. 
The steamship companies desire to conserve their space 
and also to have bales of such density as will make 
them fire resistant up to a reasonable maximum. 

The railroads are also in sympathy with anything 
leading to greater density and uniformity, but, owing 
to state statutes and local regulations, they have hesi- 
tated to take action that would force compliance with 
regulations on the subject. The gin owners, in many 
instances, have been indifferent, because there has been 
little possibility of competition, so the steamship com- 
panies are the ones that have been in a position, by 
agreement among themselves, to force this step toward 
uniformity and greater density in the square gin bale. 
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ADJUSTMENT OF LOADS 


By W. H. SITTERLY, 
General Car Inspector, Pennsylvania Railroad.* 





I believe that it is the duty of every railway to edu- 
cate the shippers located on its lines in the proper method 
of loading material both in open and closed cars. This 
can be done very easily by furnishing the industrial plants 
with a copy of the Master Car Builders’ loading rules 
and delegating a representative of the railway, who is 
thoroughly familiar with the loading rules, to instruct the 
shipper. I have had considerable experience along this 
line and, while I have met with some objections from 
the shippers, the majority have shown a willingness to 
co-operate with the railway company in the proper loading 
and securement of their commodity so as to land it safely 
at the destination. Co-operation of the railways along 
these lines in a large district is absolutely necessary, 
and what are the demands of one road along the lines 
of loading, if in strict accordance with the Master Car 
Builders’ loading rules, should be the demands of every 
railway in that district. In this manner improper loading 
will be reduced to a minimum. 


It is, however, absolutely necessary that the repre- 
sentative who is delegated to impart the information to 
the shipper. be thoroughly conversant with the loading 
rules, for the reason that in some cases inspectors or 
other railroad representatives have insistéd on the loader 
living up to a certain rule which did not apply to that 
particular load, the load being of such a nature that 
it would come in the category of a special] load, and good 
sound judgment only was to be used in deciding the 
securements necessary. 


I have also found that a large number of bad loads 
originate at stations where there is no inspector located 
and the agent passes judgment on the load, and he, not 
being thoroughly conversant with the rules, his judgment 
is poor, while, if he would take the matter up with his 
superior and a car inspector or other representative 
thoroughly conversant with the rules sent to the point 
where the car is being loaded, in order to instruct the 
shipper, the load would reach its destination much sooner 
and pass by a repair yard instead of into it for read- 
justment or possibly transfer. 

It has also been found that at points, same as men- 
tioned above, loads are unevenly distributed in the cars 
through the ignorance of the loader, and also due to the 
agent not understanding the absolute necessity for proper 
distribution. A number of derailments have resulted from 
this cause. 

In going over a large number of cars where it was 
necessary to transfer the lading, I regret to state that 
the condition of the car showed very plainly that it was 
in a bad physical condition when it was loaded. The 
car should have been placed on the repair track for re- 
pairs instead of being placed at the warehouse or teaming 
siding to receive a load. In a large district such as this 
the number of foreign cars that are held in the shop 
and transportation yards awaiting disposition from the 
owners on account of their physical condition is  sur- 
prising, and I can safely say, without fear of contradiction, 
that 90 per cent of these cars started away from the load- 


*Extracts from a paper presented before the Central Rail- 
way Club following the discussion on the Master Car Builders 
rules of- interchange. 
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ing point carrying a load and it was necessary to shop 
the cars and transfer the lading, the cars never reaching 
the destination intended with the load. 

During the past year I have had occasion to watch 
the physical condition of the box car, which, I must say, 
is deplorable. Box cars or house cars are placed on the 
shop tracks, and end sheathing arid siding renewed over 
posts and braces which are split, and in a great many 
instances posts decayed at the base. As soon as the 
car receives a load it bulges out at the sides and ends, 
and in a great many instances claims result from the 
loss of commodity. I refer particularly to the time of 
the year when the demand is great for box cars for moving 
grain out of a lake port. 

From Aug. 15 to Sept. 15, 1912, inclusive, at one of 
the large terminals, the following number of cars were 
shopped on account of apparent improper loading, causing 
bulged doors, shifted loads, etc.: 
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Total ..582 885 $259.35 $661.96 $921.31 $1.14 $1.62 19 1.6 


In compiling the above figures, there was one road 
from which I was unable to procure any data. 


A large number of these cars passed over the inifial 
road without the doors showing any signs of distress, i. e., 
bulged out, but at some point or points along the line 
these cars received service shocks, which are incident 
to all cars, and the load shifted little by little until it 
reached the district mentioned. The initial road does 
not bear the expense of the cost of rearrangement or 
transfer. The burden is placed on the delivering line, 
the delivering line being the second road to handle the 
car, and the party making the adjustment or transfer 
against the delivering line is the third road handling the 
car, and, of course, in a territory working under an agree- 
ment, such as is in effect at Buffalo, the delivering line 
passes the car on in order to expedite the movement of 
freight. This, to my mind, is not expediting it, because 
it does not make any difference whether the car stands 
two days in “A” road’s yard for transfer or adjustment, or 
whether it stands in “B” road's yard for the two days. 

The figures that I have given in this statement are 
correct in every detail and were obtained from an actual 
check. 

In going over the changes in the rules as recom- 
mended by the committee of the Centra] Railway Club, 
you will note that they have recommended that the cost 
for transfer or adjustment be levied on the initial road. 
We hope that the adbitration committee will accept this 
recommendation, or make some provision to assess the 
initial line with the cost of transfer or adjustment where 
it is responsible. 

I trust that a year hence, by your hearty co-operation, 
we will be able to say that our equipment is in a better 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





Vol. XII, No. |) 


physica! condition when given to the shippers to load, an: 
also that our industrial plants are in hearty accord wit 
the loading rules. I wish to impress upon everyone tv 
be sure that we are giving to the shippers the prop: 
interpretation of the rules, and that we are not working 
any hardship on them. 


COMMERCE COURT AND VALUATION 


The abolition of the Commerce Court and the allow 
ance of only $300,000 for physical valuation work by th« 
Commission, as arranged by the House committee on 
appropriations, will be accomplished, so far as that bod) 
is concerned, without the slightest difficulty. The House 
on Friday and Saturday showed its determination to 
abide by the program prepared by the committee. It 
adopted a rule making in order the Sims Dill section 
of the appropriation bill, notwithstanding the fact that 
it violates the rule that general legislation shall not be 
undertaken on the supply bill. 

The House sustained the program of the committee 
allowing only $300,000 on the fact that Judge Clements 
told the committee that that is about as much as can 
be spent, together with what is on hand, by February 1 
next. Judge Clements said that at the time the estimate 
of $1,500,000 was made, the Commission had no idea 
that it would take so long a time to get a register of 
eligibles from which to appoint the members of the cler- 
ical force that will be required to put physical valuation 
into existence. 


During the debate the fact was brought out that 
Judge Prouty believes it will cost at least $12,000,000 
to make the valuation. Representative Mann, leader of 
the Republicans, called attention to the facet that he had 
estimated the cost at between $15,000,000 and $20,000,000, 
instead of the $10,000,000 members of the Commission 
had suggested while the bill ordering the valuation was 
under discussion in Congress. 

On account of the Wallingford wreck, Mr. Mann 
offered an amendment appropriating $25,000 for continu- 
ing the work of investigating and recommending safety 
signals and train control apparatus, which was first un 
dertaken in 1907. The fact was then brought out that 
the Train Control board recommended 17 or 18 devices 
that the railroads have not tried. 


WANT TO BAR PRIVATE CARS. 


The Consolidated Coal Co. and 18 other coal com- 
panies operating mines in West Virginia have filed a 
complaint before the Interstate Commerce Commission 
against the Baltimore & Ohio, aiming to do away with 
the use of private cars for the transportation of coal. 
It is charged that the railroad company in its distribution 
of cars follows rules which are unjustly discriminatory 
and violates the provisions of sections 1, 3 and 15 of the 
Act to regulate commerce. It is hoped to secure a ruling 
which will make it impossible for any coal company to 
secure advantage over a competitor through the owner- 
ship of cars for the movement of its product. Baltimore 
& Ohio officials are quoted as saying that the road will 
undertake to show that its distribution of cars is in ac- 
cordance with the rulings of the Commission. It is ad- 
mitted that under certain conditions companies owning 
cars at times have an advantage over companies owning 
none, but on the other hand, that there are times when 
the ownership of cars is burdensome, 
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NEW YORK CENTRAL BONDS 


Evidence on Advisability of Proposed Consolida- 
tion Issue at Increased Interest Rate 





The Commission on Tuesday began hearings in its 
investigation of the proposed issue of $167,000,000 worth 
of 4 per cent bonds by the New York Central for the 
purpose of consolidating itself with the Lake Shore, and 
providing capital for future improvements, betterments 
and extensions. The investigation is being conducted 
under the terms of the Norris resolution adopted by the 
Senate, in which that body asks the Commission, whether, 
in its opinion, the issuance of the bonds will not con- 
stitute an unwarranted and illegal consolidation, and 
whether, even if the consolidation were desirable, the 
issuance of the bonds is necessary. 

While the proceedings are set down as an inves- 
tigation, they are, as a matter of fact, more argumentative 
than the presentation of facts. Examiner Arthur R. 
Mackley, who made the preliminary inquiry for the 
Commission, made a statement of facts tending to show 
that the proposed consolidation would give the New York 
Central’s controlling officials great powers in the issu- 
ance of an unspecified amount of evidences of capital. 

Then J. Aspinwall Hodge, representing the objecting 
stockholders of the New York Central, and Alfred H. 
Harris, vice-president and general counsel for the Central, 
went at each other in statements and counterstatements 


which culminated, verbally, in the declaration by Hodge 
that statements by Harris were absolutely false. 
Commissioners Clark, Clements and McChord allowed 


them freedom of debate that» enabled them to say as 
much about each other as if they were in a New York 
court or before the Public Service Commission of that 
state in which they have heretofore been fighting. Mr. 
Decker, formerly assistant secretary of the Commission, 


now a member of the New York Public Service Commis- 
sion, was an interested listener. 

The general facts are undisputed. It is only the 
inferences to be drawn from them that caused any real 
issues before the federal body. Mr. Harris dilated upon 


the necessity of the managers of the property looking 
to the future and dealing with the capital requirements 


in a broad way, without interruption, except from Mr. 
Hodge or C. H. Venner, Hodge’s client, who owns 375 
shares of the New York Central stock, until he began 


talking about the necessities of the Lake Shore, which, 
according to his own statements last year, earned 30 
per cent on its capital stock and declared a dividend of 18. 

“Will the Lake Shore need any increase of rates to 
enable it to meet its capital requirements for improve- 
ments and betterments?” inquired Judge Clements. Mr. 
Harris answered affirmatively, and then said that be- 
cause a company with a ridiculously low capitalization 
earns a large percentage furnishes no reason why the 
stockholders should be required to put those earnings 
back into the property for additional capital. 

“We do not want to be damned because we did not 
water the Lake Shore stock,” said Mr. Harris. “Appar- 
ently, however, a railroad is damned if it waters its 
stock and equally damned if it does not.” 

Judge Clements wanted to know if there is not or 
should not be some relation between actual investment 
and earnings. Mr. Harris said that the public is inter- 
ested only to the extent of getting reasonable rates for 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD . 519 









the service it requires. He and the Commissioner could 
not get down to a basis for argument on the proposition 
because Mr. Harris believes the Lake Shore’s capitaliza- 
tion is only a third or even less of the money actually 
invested. 

At the Tuesday afternoon session of the Commission, 
J. P. Morgan was put on first. He was on the stand for 
more than an hour and a half, during which time Messrs. 
Harris and Hodge engaged in tilts over what charac- 
terizations should be used in describing the various op- 
erations. He was followed on the stand by J. A. Hemp- 
hill, president of the Guaranty Trust Co. of New York, 
commonly referred to as the Morgan trust company, 
which is to be the trustee if the consolidation takes place. 

Mr. Harris objected to any and all efforts to go into 
into what may be called the interlocking Morgan interests 
in the various companies that are to have a hand in 
bringing about the consolidation. Commissioners Clark 
and Clements, who sat at the afternoon session, over- 
ruled the objections on every point, except when Attorney 
Hodge undertook to go into the question of the legality 
of the proposed consolidation under the Sherman anti- 
trust act. They refused to receive in evidence copies 
of the letters the objecting stockholders have written to 
Attorney-General McReynolds. Attorney Hodge offered 
them, as he said, to the end that the Commissioners 
might judge as to whether their action was dastardly, as 
said by Mr. Harris. He then said that he desired to serve 
notice on everybody that the objecting stockholder pro- 
posed doing everything he could to prevent the consoli- 
dation or the sale of the proposed bonds, until the ques- 
tion of their legality had been settled. 

“This Commission has nothing to do with the enforce- 
ment of the Sherman law,” said Chairman Clark. That 
was his ruling every time Mr. Hodge brought up that 
phase of the subject. 

Mr. Morgan testified that in his opinion the plan 
proposed for financing the New York Central and Lake 
Shore is the only one that is feasible to provide the 
Central with $255,000,000 new capital and $100,000,000 for 
the Lake Shore that, according to his judgment, will be 
needed during the next ten years. 

“It is the only plan we have been able to think of,” 
he added. 

He said that the plan is the only one that can be 
used to get rid of the restrictive features of the covenant 
between the New York Central and Lake Shore, except 
upon the consent of three-fourths of the Lake Shore 
collateral bondholders. 

Mr. Hodge called attention to the fact that Mr. 
Harris was leading the witness instead of having him 
testify. Chairman Clark said the Commission does not 
adhere to the ordinary rules of evidence. 

“We want facts,” remarked Mr. Clark. “Thus far 
nothing has come out that has not already been stated 
at least twice before to-day.’ 

Mr. Harris said that he was proceeding in that iead- 
ing way merely for the purpose of laying the foundation 
for further testimony. When he had asked the leading 
questions Mr. Harris placed in evidence the record made 
before the New York Public Service Commission. Then 
he turned Mr. Morgan over to the other side. 

Mr. Decker wanted Mr. Morgan to explain in more 
detail why he believes it would be easier to sell bonds 
issued by the consolidated New York Central and Lake 
Shore than it would be to sell the bonds of either the 
Lake Shore or the New York Central. 
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“It is our experience that the broader the base for 
a bond the better it stands with the public,” said Mr. 
Morgan. 

Objections from Mr. Harris great fre- 
quency when Mr. Hodge began his cross-examination of 
Mr. Morgan. His objection was overruled when he asked 
whether any member of the Morgan firm was a director 
of either the New York Central or the Lake Shore. 

“I don’t know,” said the witness. Later he said he 
thought his father was a director of the New York Central. 

Mr. Harris objected to questions as to how much 
stock was held by Morgan & Co. and was overruled. 

“IT don’t know,” was the answer. 

“Was the holding half a million shares?” 

“Oh, no; not so much as that.” 

Mr. Hodge wanted to know about the exclusive fiscal 
contracts of Morgan & Co. Mr. Harris objected, but 
Chairman Clark ruled that Mr. Morgan should produce 
all the contracts between Morgan & Co. and put them 
in evidence. ; 

“There’s no 
witness. 

“My objection is merely on the ground that the 
contracts are not relevant or material,” said Mr. Harris. 

The Commission ruled ‘that Mr. Morgan need not 
answer a series of questions which, if answered, would 
have brought out his opinion as to whether the market- 
ability of a bond issued by a consolidation thai migkt 
be in contravention of the Sherman anti-trust act would 
be better or worse than that of a bond without such a 
suspicion attached. 

“Oh, everybody knows the answer to that,” observed 
Chairman Clark. 

“But I wanted to get his opinion as a banker having 
had experience in the financing of another road.” 

“IT object, I object,” said Mr. Harris. 

“This Commission has nothing to do with the en- 
forcement of that statute,” said Chairman Clark, over- 
ruling the question. 

Mr. Morgan, without even the suspicion of a smile, 
said he did not know the price of New York Central or 
Lake Shore stocks. He said he did not know the price 
of the last sale of Lake Shore stock. 

Examiner Mackley had Mr. Morgan go over the whole 
plan, getting him to dwell particularly on the desirability 
of the consolidation. 

“In the next ten years we figure the Central will 
need $255,000,000 of new capital and that the Lake Shore 
will need $100,000,000,"” said Mr. Morgan. “The extra 
expense of paying a half per cent more interest will be 
more than offset by the economies possible under the 
consolidation and especially in the larger amount the 
public will pay for a mortgage bond. The public will 
not pay more than 90 for a 4% per cent collateral trust 
bond, while it will pay par for a 4 per cent mortgage 
bond. The benefit the company will derive from the 
extra price will more than offset the one-half per cent 
increase in the rate of interest. 

“The Lake Shore has about come to the end of 
convenient financing. It cannot go ion forever issuing 
collateral debenture bonds, which cannot be sold to the 
savings banks.” 

After going over the consolidation 
plan, Examiner Mackley asked: 

“Then, this is an open mortgage without a limit 
as to total'of bonds that may be issued or the rates 
of interest to be paid, with a proposal to raise $355,- 


came with 


secrecy about the contracts,’ said the 


and mortgage 
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000,000 of new capital within ten years and 
$297,000,000 worth of bonds now outstanding?” 

“Yes, that’s true,’ answered the witness. 

Mr. Hemphill was put on the stand to testify as 
the excellence of the consolidation plan and to r 
inforce the assertion of Mr. Morgan that the Lake Sho: 
needs to be linked up with the Central to get the benefi 
of the wider reputation of the Central. He admitte: 
that two of the three voting trustees of the Guarant) 
are partners in Morgan & Co., although he denied that 
Morgan & Co. control it. He appealed to Mr. Harris as 
to whether he must answer the question. 

“Better ask the Commissioners,’ suggested Mr 
Hodge, and the witness did so. He said he refused to 
answer after he had made the admission with regard 
to the two trustees being members of Morgan & Co., by 
way of answer to Hodge's attempt to emphasize the point 
by having him confirm his admission. 

Mr. Hodge sarcastically asked him to point out where 
per cent mortgage bond had sold within the past 
when Mr. Hemphill suggested that 
mortgage bonds to be 


refundi: 


a 4 
six months for par, 
the proposed consolidated 
under the plan would bring par. 

Mr. Harris strenuously objected to having the pro 
posed bonds referred to as fourth mortgage bonds. He 
insisted upon them being called refunding or consolida 
tion bonds, although Hodge named three kinds of bonds 
that he claimed would have priority over them. 

Every objection raised by Mr. Harris was overruled 
unless it trenched on the question of legality, that Mr. 
Hodge claims is raised under the anti-trust law. Under 
the ruling of the Commissioners Mr. Morgan must furnish 
Morgan & Co. and the 
the facts 


issued 


copies of the contracts between 
various Vanderbilt roads and, in fact, lay all 
before the Commission. 

A. H. Smith, senior vice-president of the New York 
Central, was on the stand on Wednesday morning. Dur- 
ing the course of his testimony he said that it is the 
present intention, if the consolidation scheme is _ per- 
mitted to go through, to consolidate the Pittsburgh & 
Lake Erie, the Toledo & Ohio Central and the Chicago, 
Indiana & Southern with the Lake Shore, while the 
plan permits the consolidation of the Michigan Central 
with the New York Central and the Big Four and Nickel 
Plate with the Lake Shore. 

Mr. Smith further testified that during the ten years 
between 1900 and 1909 the New York Central spent on 
capital account from income the enormous sum of $149,- 
979,084, while since 1889 the Lake Shore has taken $53,- 
000,000 from income for improvements, extensions, 
betterments and new equipment. In addition, it has ac 
cumulated a surplus of $27,000,000 and has bought the 
securities of other roads amounting to $17,800,000. 

As to economies to be made by the proposed con- 
solidation, he said he estimated them at $325,000 per 
annum, chiefly by reason of savings in bookkeeping made 
necessary by the imaginary line that separates the Lake 
Shore and the New York Central. He said that that 
is a conservative estimate of an economy that will be 
an offset for the increased rate of interest to be paid 
if the option in the proposed mortgage is carried out 
beyond the $167,000,000 bond issue that will be necessary, 
the rest of the $652,000,000, mentioned by Mr. Morgan in 
his testimony, being optional during the next ten years. 

Mr. Hodge, on his cross-examination, tried to show 
that the estimates for stations and terminal improve- 
ments that are set forth as charges upon the capital 
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account should really be charged to operating expenses. 
Messrs. Harris and Smith protested that the items set 
down as chargeable to capital account are only those 
which would be allowed to be charged to capital account 
under the rules of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Chairman Clark remarked that the rules have been in 
operation only a few years, while the stations that are 
to be replaced have been in existence for years. The 
one at Cleveland was built in 1865, and nobody seems 
to know to what account its cost was charged. Mr. 
Hodge wanted the Commission to infer that it has already 
been charged to capital account, and the proposed charge 
to that account would be a duplication. 

The hearing was brought to an end Wednesday 
afternoon with the statement from Chairman Clark that 
if the Commission came to the conclusion that more 
inquiry was needed it would proceed in its own way to 
discover the facts, but that if it desired the opinions 
of the contending parties or more public hearings, it 
would follow its usual course of notifying both sides as 
to the time of filing briefs or anything else. 

Without objection on the part of vice-president and 
general counsel for the road, Attorney Hodge placed in 
evidence all the correspondence he and his client have 
had with the attorney-general during the last four years, 
the correspondence looking to an inquiry by the federal 
government under the anti-trust act, having been begun 
in 1909. Part of the record in a suit begun against the 
corporation by Venner, the objecting stockholder, was 
also put into the record. 

By agreement between the parties directly concerned 
in this inquiry and Commissioner Decker of the New 
York regulating body, the New York Central is to furnish, 
for the use of the federal and state authorities, lists of 
consenting bondholders, under the plan of 1913, together 
with the amount of the stockholdings by each of the 
consenting bondholders, Attorney Hodge having made the 
point that it is in the nature of a bribe for the company 
to offer bonds at a greater rate of interest as a consid- 
eration for their consent to the plan. He contended that 
the plan is in violation of the section of the New York 
statute forbidding the offering of anything of value to 
procure the consent of a stock or bond holder. 

Vice-President Harris said he had not the slightest 
objection to Mr. Hodge reading into the record parts 
of the New York law that do not apply to the transaction 
at all, but he suggested that Mr. Hodge read the parts 
that do apply. Mr. Hodge also read separately into the 
record those parts of the plan of 1913 which provide 
for the absorption of the Michigan Central and parts 
of the New York Central system other than the Lake 
Shore, his desire being to show that while the men 
promoting the consolidation are saying there is no present 
intention to absorb those “other” parts, the plan, all 
the way through mentions what may be or should be 
done, when the consolidated company may undertake the 
consolidation of the “other” parts. 

Secretary Dwight Pardee, of the Vanderbilt prop- 
erties, was the last witness. He was put on the stand 
principally to testify to the flat failure of the plan of 
1911, notwithstanding the great exertions which, the pro- 
moterg of the present plan contend, were made. 

On direct examination he testified that at the May 
meeting at which the plan was approved by the stock- 
holders, that the stock held by Venner and his Con- 
tinental Securities Co. is the only stock that voted against 
the plan, 
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On cross-exantination, Mr. Pardee was explosively 
hostile toward Mr. Hodge. He thundered his “no, sirs.”’ 
He admitted, however, that none of the big men of the 
company was present at the meeting, which consisted 
of about half a dozen persons, one being himself, an 
employe of the company, and another being a retired 
employe. He voted the stock proxies “by substitution” 
for Morgan, Twombly and the other big men of the 
corporation. Mr. Hodge asked him if he had brought 
the minutes of that meeting with him. Mr. Pardee looked 
pained and surprised, but still was able to thunder his 
“No, sir.” Mr. Hodge asked that the minutes be pro- 
duced. Chairman Clark said that the request would be 
taken under consideration. Mr. Pardee said that the 
proxies which he voted he deemed to be in the room 
in which the meeting of the stockholders was held be- 
cause he considers the vault in which they were locked 
is part of the room. 


Chairman Clark said that if the. Commission deems 
it necessary to go into the question of how each indi- 
vidual director voted or whether the stockholders’ meet- 
ing, attended by a half dozen or more men, two of whom 
are employes of the company and one a dissenting holder, 
it will call for the minutes and other data it may deem 
necessary to get the facts. 


THE WRECK AT WALLINGFORD 


‘THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 

Co-‘orado Building, Washington, D. C. 

It is beginning to be suspected that the inquiry into 

the Wallingford wreck, before it is completed, will result 

in an investigation of the Pullman compan) and the 

nature of contracts it makes with railroad companies 

for the use of its cars. The query has arisen as to the 

spread in the rent between all-steel, steel under-body and 

wooden cars. While Commissioner McChord has not so 

reported here, it is believed he summoned General Man- 

ager Richmond Dean of the Pullman company to Walling- 

ford so as to lay a foundation for an inquiry such as 
before indicated. 


One of the newspaper accounts of- what happened at 
Wallingford said that the roof of one of the cars was 
so old and frail that a man’s weight ‘was sufficient to 
break it down, so that he could rescue a passenger. 
That seems altogether incredible, because the ordinary 
strains of operation would, it is believed, shake so flimsy 
a structure to pieces on one trip. Men climb over the 
roofs of Pullmans nearly every day, and if the rescue 
was made through a hole in the roof, the chances are 
that it was something other than the weight of the res- 
cuer that produced the hole. 


Data that may be gathered by Mr. McChord would be 
of value only in connection with advice given to Congress. 
The Commission has no authority over equipment after 
it is supplied with the required safety appliances. 


The statement has been made here, and it is given 
for what it may be worth, if anything, that the cars, the 
poor quality of which has apparently excited the public 
more than anything else in connection with the wreck, 
were once New Haven equipment, turned over to the 
Pullman company when the New Haven decided to rent 
cars from that company, rebuilt by the Pullman company 
and sent back to the New Haven. 
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Manufacturers Review Merits of Fibre Cases 


Reply Brief of Fibre Shipping Container Association Emphasizes Evidence on Reduction 0! 
Claims, Facilitating Detection of Pilferage, and Other Favorable Features 


The latest addition to the voluminous record in the 
contest between fiber and wooden box manufacturers, 
known as the Pridham case, is the reply brief of Fiber 
Shipping Container Association, which has just been filed 
with the Commission by Luther M. Walter, John S. Burch- 
more and K. I. Herman, attorneys for interveners. This 
brief says the issue in this case is a narrow one. “The 
real question raised on the record does not properly in- 
volve the determination of the merits of the fiber box 
as a shipping container, or the fairness of the existing 
classification rules under which the carriers regulate the 
use of such containers.” 

The brief says: 

“Nor can we permit to go unchallenged the state 
ments on pages 25 and 26, that every witness called con- 
curs in the statement that all fiber boxes are to a greater 
or lesser degree unsatisfactory.” 


Effect on Claims. 


Attention is called to several letters from agents and 
other officials of the Southern Pacific, reflecting a favor- 
able view toward the use of fiber shipping cases. 

“Counsel for the carriers frequently assert that a 
large part of the increase in loss and damage claims 
paid by the carriers is directly due to the shipment of 
commodities in fiber packages. We here reassert the 
statement in our original brief that the carriers have 
kept no statistics on this point, and there is an absolute 
failure of proof on their part. On the contrary, we have 
shown by shippers that the use of the fiber box has 
largely reduced their loss and damage claims. 


Acceptance of Fiber by Ocean Carriers. 


“On page 39, counsel call attention to a telegram 
from the American-Hawaiian Steamship Co., to the effect 
that dried fruit would not be accepted in fiber board con- 
tainers. By this, counsel undertook to show that water 
carriers do not receive articles shipped in fiber; that 
therefore there is no necessity that rail carriers make 
competitive rates on articles shipped in fiber. There 
are two answers to this contention of the counsel. First, 
this record shows that even the Southern Pacific Steam- 
ship Lines operating on the Atlantic Ocean do carry 
articles in fiber without any objection and at the same 
rates as articles shipped in wood. Second, even if coun- 
sel’s position were correct (which it is not) that there 
is no competition on articles shipped in fiber so far as 
steamship lines are concerned, then we ask why the 
carriers make the same class rates on articles shipped 
in fiber and shipped in wood? In support of our state 
meant that ocean carriers, with whom the transconti- 
nental lines are competing, do accept commodities in 
fiber board containers, we call attention to the testimony 
of Hugh Miller that 80 carloads of paper products packed 
in fiber and corrugated packages go annually from their 
plant in Brooklyn to the Pacific coast points, principally 
by steamship lines over the Tehuantepec route, Panama, 
and also by the Luckenbach Steamship Co. and the Atlan- 
tic & Pacific Steamship Co. (Fiber Transcript 293.) Mr. 
Gantt of the Corn Products Refining Co. testified that 
shipments were made from Chicago via New York, by 


water to Galveston, Tex., and occasionally via Baltimore 
and the ocean lines from that point. Shipments were 
made to San Francisco via New York by water, all packed 
in fiber boxes. While only two shipments had moved 
by the Panama line, a number had gone via the Tehuan- 
tepec route, all arriving in absolutely satisfactory con- 
dition. (Fiber Transcript 220.) The ocean lines have 
made no complaint of the use of fiber packages and do 
not charge any higher freight rates than they do on 
shipments in wood.” 


Penalty for Use of Inadequate Boxes. 


Rule 14-B is declared to be a rule or regulation which 
affects or determines the rate of freight paid by shippers, 
and that it is legally promulgated under a requirement 
of section 6 of the Act to regulate commerce. The brief 
says: 

“The carrier lawfully may refuse to receive an in- 
secure or defective container. This is so because the 
carrier is an insurer of the freight. How better can 
the carrier protect itself under this liability than by pre- 
scribing the specifications for a secure package? These 
various rules carried under 14-B are rules for the pro- 
tection of the carrier and are designed to secure a strong 
package which will lessen the risk of damage to the 
articles transported. Perhaps a complete answer to this 
contention of counsel is the recent decision of the Com- 
mission prescribing rules, regulations and rates for ex- 
press shipments, wherein are set forth similar specifica 
tions for fiber containers. * * * 

“These requirements or specifications are enforcible 
by the carrier and are so regarded both by the carrier 
and by the shipper. * * * The user of the box is 
certain to check the box against the specifications be- 
cause he knows the carrier at any time may investigate 
any particular shipment, and if it fails to comply assess 
the penalty, and, on the other hand, he can reject the 
box without loss, if not made in accordance with the 
specifications.” 

Classification rules providing for increased freight 
rates on shipments in fiber not complying to specifica. 
tions are pointed out. The point is made that: 

“The Commission, as well as the carriers, have rec- 
ognized that in making rates the article which does the 
damage to other freight is the one that should carry 
the high rate. For example, a harrow should be charged 
such a rate as would not only take care of the cost 
of carriage, etc., but would also include the risk of 
damage to other articles carried in the same car or which 
might come in contact with the exposed parts of the 
harrow. The same rule is applied to the transportation 
of oils which may leak and damage other articles. The 
point we make is, that when rough and dangerous arti- 
cles of freight are shipped, such charges are made 
thereon as will take care of the damage to other articles 
transported along therewith. It is just as unreasonable 
to insist that articles carried in fiber boxes pay a rate 
which would take care of possible damage from a harrow 
as it is to insist that all articles of freight carried in a 
train which contains a carload of dynamite, carry a 
higher rate, because of their liability to damage from 
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he dynamite. The dynamite itself carries a rate to 


over the risk.” 
Arguments on Pilferage. 


In summing up the position on the matter of pilfer- 
ing, counsel say a wooden box may be easily opened 
and renailed and no evidence whatever will be left upon 
the box of such opening having been made while in the 
custody of the carrier. In the case of the fiber box the 
man who first handles the box after it has been opened 
is aware of the fact that someone has opened the box 
since it was sealed. He is therefore able to make proper 
notation upon the bill of lading or waybill, and there- 
fore protect himself from suspicion of having pilfered 
the box or permitted it to be pilfered while in his care. 
This Commission well knows that in the process of 
transportation from the manufacturer to the consumer 
freight moves through many hands. First, the shipper, 
then the teaming company, one or more railroads, a 
second teaming company, the wholesaler, perhaps an- 
other teaming company, other railroads, the retailer, and 
finally the consumer. It certainly must be an advantage 
for any box to be so constructed that any interference 
with its contents can be promptly detected. The record 
in this case discloses by the defendants’ own witnesses 
that the great desideratum was the prompt discovery of 
pilfering. It is highly important that a connecting car- 
rier be able to determine whether pilfering occurred 
upon its line or upon the line of a preceding carrier. All 
witnesses agree that in the case of a fiber package such 
pilfering can be determined immediately upon its being 
tendered for delivery to the next carrier. The fiber box 
has eliminated concealed loses. Therefore we believe 
that the fiber box is entitled to commendation instead 
of condemnation whenever the subject of pilferage is 
being considered; it is vastly superior to the wooden box 
in this respect.” 

It is suggested that matters of elimination of com- 
modities not suitable for shipment in fiber, and restric- 
tion of improper methods of packing and sealing may 
be safely left to the carriers and shippers for future 
consideration and determination. The brief goes after 
the question of price of the wooden box vigorously in 
the following language: 

“Everybody knows that the real interest which the 
National lassification Committee of Wooden Box In- 
terests has in this case is to eliminate a competing con- 
tainer from the market. Witnesses for the wooden box 
admitted that the exclusion of the fiber box as a con- 
tainer would increase the selling price of containers. 
Increased selling price, of course, must add to the profits 
of the wooden box makers. It is not true that the 
wooden box interests are in this case for the good of 
the public; they are here seeking, through this Com- 
mission, to eliminate a competitor.” 

Referring to proportion of damage between fiber and 
wood and evidence relating thereto, the brief says: 

“This Commission is familiar with human nature. 
Its experience with witnesses of all classes is such that 
it will readily recognize that it is possible for witnesses, 
when testifying to matters of opinion and giving con- 
clusions from general observation, unintentionally to be- 
come imbued with the view of the party calling them. 
The Commission in reading the record or abstracts of 
the record will be struck with the peculiar coincidence 
that in widely separated territories witnesses on behalf 
of the wooden box interests testified almost uniformly 
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that 25 per cent of all containers used were fiber boxes 
and that these were damaged two to one as compared 
to wood. This percentage and this ratio would creep out, 
perhaps in all honestness from the viewpoint of the wit- 
nesses, and yet would not be representative of the true 
facts in the case. 

“That these statements on behalf of the wooden box 
interests do not truly represent the correct proportion 
is shown by the detail reports filed by the wooden box 
interests after the conclusion of the hearing at Chicago. 
As to the statistics furnished at the Los Angeles hear- 
ing, in our brief we pointed out that there was no 
showing of damage to articles carried in fiber boxes 
that would not have occurred under identical circum- 
stances to the same articles carried in wooden boxes. 
As to the statistics furnished after the conclusion of 
the hearing at Chicago, we have already formally asked 
the Commission to reject this testimony as not being 
material, pertinent or proper, and that the witnesses 
could not be subjected to cross-examination. We might 
also in this connection call attention to the constant 
repetition in the photographs of views showing holes in 
fiber boxes, which might easily have been caused by the 
use of a sharp stick or missile.” 

The wording of various sections of opposing counsel's 
brief is commented upon and particular attention is 
called to a misquotation from Col. B. W. Dunn’s paper 
entitled “Conservation and Shipping Containers.” The 
fiber box interests’ brief says: 

“The omission of one important word converts the 
language into an argument against the fiber box. What 
Colonel Dunn said was that ‘some increase in the rough- 
ness of handling cars is a natural development in the 
struggle against congestion of freight.’ The bold face is 
ours; and the omission of the word ‘cars’ changes en- 
tirely the meaning of the statement. The Commission 
might be led to believe that Colonel Dunn was referring 
to fiber boxes. This is especially so if the language is 
taken in connection with the sentence next preceding 
the misquotation. He was, in fact, commenting on the 
switching, and not on the roughness of handling by 
employes in freight houses.” 

An attempt of the wooden box interests t> suggest 
a ruling to permit in fiber boxes only such commodities 
as can be “plainly shown that the transportation can 
occur with security in the fiber container,’ which would, 
if literally carried out, give them a temporary monopoly 
of the container market, is alleged in the following words: 
“Such action by this Commission would give the manu- 
facturer of the wooden box a complete monopoly of the 
container market, since, until tests and action by the 
Commission, he alone is the source of supply, users of 
boxes could be compelled to make such long-term con- 
tracts as would put the manufacturer of the fiber box 
out of business during the interim. The cupidity and 
self-interest of the wooden box interests creep out in 
the record and in the statements of their counsel.” 

It is pointed out that: 

“The record is singularly bare of any illustration of 
loss or damage due to the inability of the fiber container 
to carry heavy packages. It seems to us that if the 
wooden box men, with all their vast resources, could 
have found any instances where the fiber box failed 
because of the weight within it, that they would have 
presented such instances for the consideration of the 
Commission. There is another answer to this question 
of weight, and that is this: The shipper may be safely 
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intrusted with the settlement of this proposition. Ali 
manufacturers and shippers who testified in this case 
stated that the real purpose of a container was to carry 
goods in such condition that when in the hands of the 
consumer such ‘goods will be fresh and merchantable. 
A container that does not perform such service does not 
serve the shipper or manufacturer; enlightened self-in- 
terest of the latter will’ prevent the shipment of an 
excessive weight in the fiber container.” 


Question of Relative Risk. 


“The fifth subdivision of the wooden box brief urges 
that a penalty of not less than 25 per cent of the freight 
rate should be applied to all articles packed in fiber 
boxes. The record is singularly bare of any testimony 
detailing the difference in risk or increased expense per 
hundred pounds in handling articles in fiber boxes as 
compared with the cost .of wood. There is some exi- 
dence as to the total cost per ton in handling in and out 
bound freight at certain stations on lines of the defend- 
ants. This aggregates all told from 38 cents to 48 cents 
per ton; any increased cost is so small that it could 
not be with any accuracy applied over the tonnage moving 
in fiber boxes. 

“If one takes only expressions of opinion, then there 


may be some basis for the oft-reiterated assertion by 
counsel that there is more risk, more liability to loss 
in transit; etc., ete., etc., on articles shipped in fiber 


than on articles shipped in wood. But an examination 
of the figures from which this case must be determined 
shows that the use of the fiber box has lessened pilfer- 
age and damage to a minimum.” 

Other points of interest are the following: 

“Counsel: Brown asserts that the consular report is- 
sued by the government shows that we are now losing 
our nearby foreign trade on account of the fiber box. 
As a.matter of fact, there is no such statement in the 
consular report. 


“He also asserts that the insurance companies have 
undertaken to protect themselvés against the fiber bex 
by making -different rates, rules, etc., on articles carried 
in fiber boxes. There is not a word of evidence to this 
effect in the record; nor as a’ matter of fact have we 
found after careful search any insurance-¢ompany that 
makes the fiber box an element in rate making. 

“On page 59, counsel assert, that the record Shows 
there is more pilfering in connection with the fiber pack- 
age than in connection with the wooden box. The record 
does not disclose any such fact. Take, for example, the 
testimony of the Goodrich Line representative, who stated 
that ‘It has ‘eliminated to a great extent the pilferage 
that we frequently had on shoe shipments.’ (Fiber ab- 
stract 299). Chairman Fyfe stated that the shoe people 
had practically eliminated pilferage by the use of the 
fiber: box, although it was ‘coming back again.’ 

“While some of the witnesses, speaking generally, 
may say that there is more pilferage from the fiber box 
than the wooden box, this opinion is easily understood 
because whenever a fiber box is pilfered it is readily 
discovered. Such testimony cannot be faken to affirm 
that there is more stealing done from the fiber box than 
the wooden box, because the great objection to the wooden 
box, as far as pilferage is concerned, is the ease and 
readiness with which it is concealed. A pilfered fiber 
box carries the evidence of pilferage on its faee: a 
wooden box pilfered conceals the pilferage. Counsel him- 
self admits that the wooden box can be readily opened and 
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renailed (page 30 of his brief). Chairman Fyfe testifi: 
that the great complaint, so far as pilferage is concerne 
is due to the second-hand box.” 

Special emphasis is laid upon the testimony of M 
Wiles of the Loose-Wiles Biscuit Co., giving results ot! 
an actual test in loading: 

“C. & G. W. car No. 46402. In this car the total 
gross weight of shipments in wood possible was 32,592 
pounds. The total gross weight of shipments in fibe: 
actually shipped in the same car was 33,200 pounds. In 
addition to the imcreased revenue to the carrier result 
ing from the additional 608 pounds gross weight in the 
car, the shipper actually loaded 150 more cases of the 
fiber containers than he could load of the wood.” 

It is emphasized that: 

“Witnesses for the fiber and corrugated 
testified from their own knowledge and produced records 
from their own books. No evidence of higher probative 
force can be obtained from any source.” 

In conclusion the brief says: 

“The carriers have wholly failed to justify the dis- 
crimination complained of by Mr. Pridham. The wooden 
box interests, by the testimony which they have presented 
to the Commission, have only confirmed what all along 
has appeared, viz., that this is a fight by the manufac- 
turers of wooden boxes to put a competing manufacturer 
out of business and thus secure a higher selling price 
for wooden boxes. That is all. their fight amounts to, 
and before this Commission a consideration can 
be of no avail. 


interests 


such 


WHO SHOULD COLLECT THE PENALTY? 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BURBAL 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

The Louisville & Nashville has been called upon to 
explain by what authority its agents are collecting the 
one dollar per bale penalty imposed by steamships on 
cotton in bales of dimensions greater than 27x54 inches. 
A copy of a circular issued by General Freight Agent 
Goodwin has been received here.; In it are contained the 
regulations made by the steamship companies. In the 
instructions of the agents of the L. & N. Mr. Goodwin 
repeats the specifications of the steamship companies 
and directs that billing be prepared in accordance with 
the rules laid down by the steamship companies. 

The instructions to the agents are ignored, but there 
is a demand to know by what authority the railroad agents 
collect the penalty for the steamship companies. There 
is an idea that if there is a joint arrangement between 
the land and water carriers on such a point, the whole 
matter is subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission 
and the regulations must be carried in tariffs. 

Chairman Ross of the steamship companies’ com- 
mittee has also been asked if it is not possible to delay 
the imposition of the penalty for 30 days. The Com- 
mission, in its informal proceeding in this matter, is not 
willing to back the request for delay to January 1, be- 
cause so much time is not needed to change the gin 
boxes to a size that will make the bales conform to the 
desires of the steamship companies. 


Kentucky Railroad Commission denied petition of 


Louisville & Nashville Railroad for a rehearing in the 
Hopkinsville coal rate case, in which the commission 


had adopted a graduated scale of rates on coal to Hop- 
kinsville from mines in Kentucky. 
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A department for the use of patrons and friends of The Traffic World in the discussion of the 
topics which every progressive traffic man, whether manager or clerk, 
has to consider—Contributions are welcomed 


“Grenn einer fiir ein Blatt geschrieben bat, sn wird er ein guter Freund des Blattes.” 


THE INDUSTRIAL TRAFFIC MANAGER 


BY W. N. AGNEW, 


Traffic Manager International Steam Pump Co. 


The unknown person who applied the term “para- 
site’ to the industrial traffic manager of the present 
period displayed a woful lack of knowledge, to say the 
least, of the functions of a_modern: traffic department. 


A little investigation of the subject from both an 
industrial and railroad viewpoint will convince any un- 
biased person that the present duties of an industrial 
traffic manager are more important and far reaching 
than they were in the old free and easy days. Then it 
was a question of rate almost exclusively; the carrier 
who made the cheapest rate secured the business, prac- 
tically to the exclusion of any other consideration. The 
man who was the best “trader” in those days was con- 
sidered the best industrial traffic manager. 


In the writer’s opinion, the present day traffic man- 
ager, to do justice to his job, should be better posted 
in regard to rates, etc., than his brother in the old days, 
for it cannot be denied that a closer check must be kept 
on rates, classifications, etc., now than in the past, when 
it was possible to manipulate these, matters more or less 
at will. ‘ 

The modern industrial man must have an intimate 
knowledge of interstate commerce law and procedure, 
which was not essential under the conditions existing 
before the enaction of the Elkins and;Hepburn laws. The 
fact that practically all manufacturing concerns, both 
large and small, maintain a traffic department of some 
description is pretty conclusive evidence that the man- 
agements -appreciate the importance of this branch of 
their business, and it is sheer nonsense for anyone to 
make the statement that with the abolition of rebates 
the usefulness of the industrial traffic manager is ended. 
His present duties are varied and the scope large. Re- 
sults have shown that even the smallest concern can 
more than save the salary of a traffic manager by the 
proper routing of freight, checking of overcharges; ad- 
justment of ‘classifications, correction of discriminatory 
rates and the prompt recovery of moneys tied up in 
claims. He should be in position, by having his tariff 
file complete, to know the rates of his competitors to 
and from competitive points and be able at all times 
to give his sales and purchasing departments informa- 
tion of this character. Very often the awarding of a 
large contract may hinge on a very slight difference in 
the freight of his firm and that of his competitor. 
When he feels that his firm is being discriminated 
against in the matter of rates it is his duty to take 
steps to get these rates lined up and thus put his con- 
cern in a position to meet competition. 


The proper routing of freight is an important item 
of his duties also. By taking advantage of the various 
differential routes, where it is practicable to do so, he 


can save his concern many dollars, and he must have 
a thorough knowledge of routes in order to make use 
of the cheapest combinations. 


In the handling of claims alone he can, in a con- 
cern of any size, by an intelligent application of his 
knowledge, make his salary. The industrial traffic man- 
ager and the various associations that he works with 
are in a large measure responsible for the vast change 
for the better that has taken place in the claim de- 
partments of the carriers during the past few years. 
This has been brought about by the co-operation of both 
sides and a sincere desire to meet each other half way. 
No one can deny that there is a much better spirit exist- 
ing between the claim departments of the carriers and 
the shipping public than there formerly was, and the 
industrial traffic manager should be given his share of 
the credit for bringing this about. 


‘The accounting department of a concern is saved a 
large amount of work by the activities of the traffic de- 
partment, by the correction of minor errors, such as 
mistakes in extension, improper application of minimum 
rates, etc., before these items are taken into the ac- 
counts of the concern. 


A thorough knowledge and application of the de- 
murrage rules, both those. covering interstate and intra- 
state traffic, is in itself a money saver, and the results 
speak for themselves. 


If a concern manufactures an article that is used 
by the carrier, the shipper’s use of the reciprocity fea- 
ture is not out of place and can be used by the indus- 
trial traffic manager to the advantage of his sales de- 
partment. This feature alone during the past few years 
has very materially enhanced his value to his concern, 
and if used intelligently is a great help to his sales 
department. 


These are only a few of the duties of the modern 
industrial traffic manager. There are many others which 
lack of space makes it impossible to elaborate upon. 
Due to the changed conditions, there are new matters 
of importance coming up daily which the industrial traffic 
man of the past did not have to deal with. There is no 
question but that a better feeling now exists between 
carriers and the shipping public than was formerly tre 
case, and this is partly accounted for by the desire of 
both sides to get together and give and take where nec- 
essary in the interests of harmony. 


A large majority of industrial traffic managers are 
ex-railroad men, and, with their knowledge of railroad 
business, are able to look at a disputed question from 
both angles. The best of feeling prevails between traflic 
representatives of industrial concerns and carriers, and 
no unbiased railroad official can truthfully say that con- 
ditions have not improved since the industrial traffic 
manager has become such a factor. In this day neither 
looks upon the other as his common enemy, and this 
better feeling will continue to grow and result in rcutual 
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satisfaction to both sides as long as concerns pursue 
the present policy of hiring trained men for traffic posi- 
tions. 


RETURN CARS PROMPTLY 


About that alleged car shortage which comes to us 
as regular as the seasons. What is the remedy? 

Let us assume the statement is true that the total 
number of cars, if kept moving, would take care of all 
business. What is the solution for distribution? 

I believe carriers would do well to adopt the policy 
of our private car owners in regard to the handling of 
equipment. While it appears very few private car own- 
ers realize a profit as pertains to the cost and upkeep 
of the car itself and the revenue derived from rental 
or mileage charges, still they admit such ownership 
enables them to remain in business, which is but to 
acknowledge these cars represent a valuable asset. We 
see these cars, when made empty, returned to the owner 
in trainload lots, because the owner demands it; they 
are necessary to his business, and if this can be said 
of the private car owner, the transportation companies 
might well repeat it, with emphasis, but we find the 
latter not so insistent in demanding the return of their 
cars. Surely the use of a car is equally as valuable to 
the carrier as to the private owner. Why the unlike 
system of handling empty equipment? 

Suppose each individual carrier has equipment suffi- 
cient to handle all business originating upon its line, 
providing cars are returned promptly. Have they not 
the right to demand and expect their equipment be han- 
dled as expeditiously as private cars? On the other 
hand, we know certain carriers are deficient in equip- 
ment, and here seems the place the Interstate Commerce 
Commission could exercise its investigatory and man- 
datory power to see each line is equipped to handle its 
initial traffic and not draw upon a competitor at a time 
when equipment is most needed, and securing a share 
of the business he is in no way entitled to at another’s 
expense. 

This is not intended as a solution to the problem, 
but I believe is “food for thought.” 

G. O. Cornish, 

Agent, Western Pacific Railway Co., Gerlach, Nev. 

Commissioner Erickson of Wisconsin Railroad Com- 
mission has been holding hearings at Milwaukee in the 
matter of team track storage rules. Shippers are con- 
tending that the demurrage charge is sufficient without 
added storage charges applying to intrastate business. 
A. M. Campbell, traffic secretary of the Merchants and 
Manufacturers’ Association of Milwaukee, was present in 
behalf of the shippers’ interests. 


CARRIERS’ ANNOUNCEMENTS 


Central New England Railway Co. has filed notice 
of adoption of all freight tariffs, rules, notices, con- 
currences, traffic agreements, divisions, authorities, powers 
of attorney, or other instruments whatsoever, applicable 
to or from that part of the New York, New Haven & 
Hartford Railroad Co., extending between Danbury, Conn., 
and Hopewell Junction, N. Y., filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and Public Service Commission, 
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Second District, state of New York, by or for the N« 
York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad Co. prior to Se; 
15, 1913, the beginning of its possession. By this tariff 
it also adopts and ratifies all supplements or amend 
ments to any of the above tariffs, etc., which it has he: 
tofore filed with said commissions. 

The American-Hawaiian Steamship Co., Dearborn 
Lapham, general agents, § Bridge street, New York City, 
and Williams, Dimond & Co., general agents for Pacifi 
coast, San Francisco, Cal., have issued postal card lis 
of sailings, dated from September 6 to November 5, fron 
New York, and arrivals at San Diego or Los Angeles 
San Francisco, Portland, Seattle or Tacoma and Hawaiia: 
Islands. 


PERSONAL 


L. B. Dickie, formerly contracting freight for the 
C., M. & St. P., has aecepted a position in the same 
capacity with the K. C. M. & O., with headquarters at 
302 Marquette Building, Chicago. 

W. J. Faherty, westbound contracting freight agent 
of the Wabash, at Chicago, has been appointed contract- 
ing freight agent for the same company at New York City. 





A. D. Heaphey of the Wabash has been appointed 
westbound contracting freight agent for the same com- 
pany, with headquarters at Chicago, succeeding Mr. 
Faherty, promoted. 

A. A. Robertson, contracting freight agent of the 
A., T. & 8S. F. at Chicago, has been appointed commercial 
agent of that line, with headquarters at Cincinnati, O. 

H. B. Spangler has been appointed chief clerk to the 
freight traffic manager of the C. & N. W., to succeed 
J. Edwin Dempsey, who accepted the position of traffic 
manager of the White Pass & Yukon Route. O. W. 
Forde was promoted to the position formerly occupied 
by Mr. Spangler. 

Harry Gillies, chief rate clerk of the C. & N. W., 
has been appointed chief division clerk of the same road 
at an increased compensation. C. E. Ackerman, formerly 
rate clerk, C. & N. W., has been tendered and accepted 
the position of chief clerk of Chicago switching under 
H. W. Beyers, A. G. F. A., C. & N. W. Ry. 

L. B. Limming, commercial freight agent of the B. 
& O., has been promoted to traveling freight agent of 
that company at Omaha. His successor will be A. J. 
Anderson. 

7 C. E. Wharton has been appointed contracting freight 
ageht, Illinois Central Railroad, at San Francisco, Cal., 
vice J. H. Cosgrove, resigned. 

J. E. Hutchinson has been appointed traveling freight 
and passenger agent, Buffalo & Susquehanna, with office 
at Galeton, Pa. 

Southern Railway Co. .announces the following ap 
pointments, effective September 1: G. K. Caldwell, gen- 
eral freight agent, 1300 Pennsylvania avenue, Washing- 
ton, D. C.; B. G. Brown, assistant general freight agent, 
Atlanta, Ga. 

E. C. Rankin has been made traveling freight agent, 
Southern Railway, Columbia, S. C. The freight soliciting 
agency, Rock Hill, 8. C., isabolished, A. C. Izard having 
resigned to engage in other business. 

L. M. Brown has been appointed assistant general 
passenger agent, Denver & Rio Grande Railroad Co., 
Denver. 
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PETITION FOR REHEARING 





A rehearing is asked by complainants in John Taylor 
ry Goods Co. et al. vs. the Missouri Pacific Railway 
‘o. et al., I. C. C. Docket Nos. 5060 and Sub-Nos. 1 to 
9, inclusive. (28 I. C. C., 203.) 

Reasons for this petition are stated in a brief filed 
for complainants by H. G. Wilson, transportation com- 
missioner of the Commercial Club of Kansas City, and 
john H. Atwood, of counsel. The brief points out that, 
while the opinion states that the claim is not based 
upon the reasonableness of the rate, the petition did in 
fact allege that the charging and collection of the rate 
of 35 cents per hundred pounds from Mississippi River 
points to Kansas City on these shipments is unlawful; 
that the said 35-cent rate is unjust and unreasonable, and 
in violation of section 1 of the Act to regulate commerce.” 


The brief also raises a question of law relative to 
the citation of the Wheeler & Motter case, which peti- 
tioner says did not present the issue of unreasonable- 
ness of rates at all. A valuable section of the brief is 
a brief chronological statement of the events out of 
which this petition has grown, as follows: 


“In the Burnham-Hanna-Munger case (20 I. C. C., 299), 
decided June 24, 1908, the Commission fixed.class rates 
between the Mississippi and Missouri rivers on traffic 
originating in Atlantic seaboard territory at a 5l-cent 
first class scale, which made a third class of 30 cents. 

“This order of the Commission was contested by 
the carriers and finally sustained by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. The order of the Commission 
would have been effective in November, 1908, except for 
litigation; and said rates were not promulgated by the 
carriers until Oct. 26. 1910, through Western Trunk Lines 
Tariff 66, I. C. C. A-170, and subsequent issues. The 
Commission’s order, being for two years, would have 
expired about the close of 1910, and the carriers, taking 
advantage of that fact in this 66 series tariffs, provided 
for the cancelation of the 51-cent scale or 30-cent third 
class March 30, 1911, and by proper tariff reference 
attempted to restore the old 60-cent scale, which carried 
a third class rate of 35 cents. This increase was sus: 
pended until Dec. 29, 1911, through I. & S. Docket No. 
24 (sub-Nos. 24-A to 24-N, inclusive). In May, 1911, there 
was submitted complaint of Warnock et al. vs. C. & N. W. 
Ry. Co. et al., decided Nov. 6, 1911 (21 I. C. C., 546). That 
complaint attacked the reasonableness of the 60-cent 
scale as apportional rates between the rivers applicable 
to all traffic coming from east thereof, and from south- 
eastern territory. 


“In December, 1910, there was submitted the com- 
plaint of Wheeler & Motter Mercantile Co. vs. C., B. & 
Q. R. R. Co. (20 I. C. C., 141) and similar complaints, in 
which the Commission was asked to determine whether 
or not the third class rate of 30 cents fixed by the Com- 
mission in the Burnham-Hanna-Munger case, supra, would 
apply to cotton piece goods. 


“After the publication by the carriers of the Burn- 
ham-Hanna-Munger scale of rates in tariff No. 66 series, 
referred to above, there was submitted to the Commission, 
Dec. 17, 1910, complaint by the Kansas City, Transporta- 
tion Bureau vs. Santa Fe Railway Co. et al., which merely 
asked that the Commission interpret this 66 series tariff 
as it was published to apply the third class rate on 
cotton piece goods moving thereunder. This complaint 
Was never accepted as a formal complaint by the Com- 
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mission, but was heard by Commissioner Clark informally 
in Chicago Dec. 19, 1910. 

“In passing on the Wheeler & Motter case, supra, 
the Commission, referring to this Kansas City Trdans- 
portation Bureau application for interpretation, referred 
to it only as follows: 

“*As to the rate applicable since Oct. 26, 1910, this 
conclusion differs from informal expression previously 
made in a letter at a time when all the technical facts 
brought out at the hearing were not at hand.’ (201. C. C., 
147.) 

“The Commission decided in the Wheeler & Motter 
case that the third class fixed by the Commission in the 
Burnham-Hanna-Munger case did not apply to cotton piece 
goods. 

“In I. & S. Docket 24 and in the Warnock case the 
Commission permitted the railroads to advance the Burn- 
ham-Hanna-Munger scale of rates from 51 cents first class 
and 30 cents third class to 55 cents first class and 32 
cents third class. 

“Following the decision in the Wheeler-Motter case, 
there was filed the complaint of the Kansas City Trans- 
portation Bureau vs. the Santa Fe. Ry. Co. et al., March 
8, 1911, Doeket No. 4153. This complaint merely asked 
for the interpretation of the tariffs promulgated by the 
Carriers in the 66 series, and did not raise any question 
as to the reasonableness of the rates. Some of the car- 
riers raised the question of res adjudicata, and the Com- 
mission, at its session on the 9th day of October, 1911, 
issued its order in Docket No. 4153, to the effect that 
the complaint, ‘in substance and effect, amounts to noth- 
ing more than a petition for rehearing of the Wheeler & 
Motter cases, * * * and no grounds being stated in 
the complaint or otherwise appearing why said cases 
should be reopened and further considered,’ that com- 
plaint was ordered dismissed. 

“Subsequent thereto, about June, 1912, complaints 
were filed by Kansas City merchants, known as the John 
Taylor Dry Goods Co. et al. vs. Missouri Pacific Railroad 
Co. et al., I. C. C. Docket No. 5060 (Sub-Nos. 1 to 59, 
inclusive), in which, among other things, the reasonable- 
ness of the 35-cent rate on cotton piece goods was at- 
tacked, on that traffic moving between Oct. 26, 1910, and 
Dec. 31, 1911, and these cases are decided by the Com- 
mission in its Opinion 2414 (28 I. C. C., 215).” 


BIG DEMAND FOR CARS IN SOUTHEAST. 

Railways of the Southeast are calling upon shippers 
to aid them in maintaining an adequate car supply during 
the crop moving season. Anticipating a heavy demand 
for cars, the railways are themselves doing everything 
possible to increase their car supply. Shops are being 
run at full capacity to put every available car in repair 
and car builders are being urged to turn out new equip- 
ment as rapidly as possible. Steps are also being taken 
to provide for the most expeditious handling of cars at 
terminals and transfer points. 

While the railways are making these preparations 
for the rush of heavy business, it is recognized that 
shippers can render assistance of the greatest importance 
by loading and unloading cars as promptly as possible, 
thus avoiding unnecessary detention of cars, and by 
loading cars to their full capacity. As an adequate car 
supply is as important to shippers and the general pub- 
lic as it is to the railways, an appeal is being made to 
shippers individually and through trade and commercial 
bodies to aid the railways in their effort to secure the 
maximum efficiency in the use of cars. 
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Conducted by 
CHARLES CONRADIS, 


General Counsel, The Traffic Service Bureau. 
In this department we shall answer simple questions relat- 


ing to the law of Interstate transportation of freight. Readers 
desiring special service by requiring Immediate answer may 
secure privately written answers to their inquiries by the pay- 
ment of a small fee, given on application. 

Address Legal Department, The Traffic Service Bureau, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


Voluntary Reduction of Rate No Proof That Prior Rate 
Was Unreasonable. 


New York.—‘For the past three years we have moved 
tomatoes from X to D, a distance of 11 miles, and we 
were compelled to pay class rate and classification mini- 
mum weight, which on a minimum shipment meant 20,000 
pounds at 7 cents, or $14. A competitor of ours moved 
this same commodity from Z to A, some 62 miles, and 
over the same route as ours, but 10 miles west of our 
point of origin and 41 miles east of our destination, and 
he enjoyed a commodity rate of 6% cents classification 
minimum weight, or on minimum shipment, it cost him 
20,000 pounds at 6% cents, or $13. After we established 
our traffic department this commodity rate was noticed 
and we applied for one in our favor. The railroad com- 
pany granted it, and we now pay 20,000 pounds at 5 
cents, or $10, which is fair. 

“We believe we should have refund to this basis on 
shipments moving in the last three years, now that the 
railroad company admit, by issuing this tariff, that 
we were in a way overcharged; although only paying 
legally established rates, it was plainly out of line with 
other rates. Does not the railroad company admit the 
unreasonableness of rate charged and collected in our 
case by now, 30 days after same is called to their atten- 
tion, they have already incorporated in their tariffs the 
rate on basis of which adjustment was sought and have 
thus evaded that rate lawfully applicable via route over 
which shipment in question moved?” 

The carrier does not necessarily admit the unrea- 
sonableness of the higher class rate charged and col- 
lected, in the sense of enabling you to secure reparation 
on the informal docket from the Commission, by filing 
amended tariffs incorporating therein a rate on the basis 
of the adjustment sought by you. While it is quite likely 
that on the facts you submit the Commission would hold 
the former class rate unreasonable and unjust, and pos- 
sibly on that ground award you reparation on past ship- 
ments, yet to obtain such a decision and award it would 
be necessary for you to secure either an admission 
from the carrier that the rate charged was unreasonable, 
so as to enable you to petition the Commission for rep- 
aration on the informal docket (Rule 396, Conference 
Rulings, Bulletin No. 6), or, failing to secure this ad- 
mission, then to proceed by formal complaint and hearing 
before the Commission and conclusively prove by sat- 
isfactory evidence that the class rate collected was un- 
reasonable and unjust at the time your shipments moved, 
and that therefore you are entitled to reparation thereon. 
The Commission has frequently held that the voluntary 
reduction of a rate does not necessarily of itself prove 
the fact that the prior rate was unreasonable. (Chamber 
of Commerce vs. G. H. & S. A. Ry. Co., 23 I. C. C., 214.) 
It has, however,-on a -proper showing, also held that 
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a class rate was unreasonable as compared with a lows 
commodity rate subsequently established, and has awarde: 
reparation and ordered the reduced rate to be mai! 
tained for two years. 

If an admission can be obtained from the carrie 
that the rate charged was unreasonable, and that withi: 
a reasonable time a tariff naming the rate upon basi 
of which adjustment is sought has been published, or, i! 
in the absence of such admission, a formal complaint 
is filed and prosecuted before the Commission and a 
decision obtained to the effect that the rate is unreason 
able and reparation should be awarded, then the Com 
mission’s order would be for an allowance of reparation 
on all past shipments moving for a period of two years 
from the time when the shipments in question were 
delivered. Under the act, complaints for the recovery 
of damages must be filed with the Commission within 
two years from the time the cause of action accrues. 

* 7 - 

Free Time on Cars Held for Switching Orders 

Nebraska.—‘‘On Nov. 14, 1912, we gave orders to 
switch a loaded car of furniture, shipped from Celina, O., 
to Omaha, to the connecting line for delivery to our 
plant. The road to whom we gave disposition allowed 
the car to remain on their track for five days before 
switching to the delivering line. We allowed 24 hours 
for the transfer and made claim to the railroad for five 
days’ demurrage. Are we not entitled to the demurrage 
charge?’ 

Where cars are held for reconsignment or switching 
orders, 24 hours free time will be allowed. When there 
is delay by carrier in placing the car in accordance with 
switching orders, an allowance should be added to the 
free time equivalent to the period expiring between 
receipt of order and placing of the car. It is only 
when placement of cars consigned or ordered to private 
or industrial tracks cannot be made on account of the 
act or neglect of the consignee, or the inability of the 
consignee to receive, that constructive placement will 
be considered to have been made when car was tendered. 

ok a” * 

Adjustment of Claims on Point-of-Origin Weights. 

Arizona.—“We are after information bearing on set- 
tlements with railroad carriers for coke transportation. 
At the present time we are settling on point-of-origin 
weights, and would like to know from you if there are 
any statistics to be had on the subject. We would ap- 
preciate any and all information you may be able to 
give us.” 

In the case of Duluth Log Co. vs. C., St. P., M. & O. 
Ry. Co. et al., 16 I. C. C., 38, the Commission held that 
when a car is weighed at the point of origin and the 
weight is stated in the bill of lading, the shipper has 
a right to rely upon that weight and the carrier should 
only be allowed to change the weight upon satisfactory 
proof of the correctness of the substituted weight. In 
the case of Potter Manufacturing Co. vs. C. & C. T. R. 
Co. et al., 5 I. C. C., 514, the Commission decided that 
if the weights at the point of shipment are furnished 
by the shipper, the roads have the right to verify them 
by reweighing, and, if found to be incorrect, to charge 
and collect the freight on the true weight. The ques- 
tion, however, is one of fact to be determined in a 
manner just to both parties, and as to which the ex parte 
action of either in a proceeding before the Commission 
cannot. conclude the other. In the case of Topeka Banana 
Dealers’ Association et al. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co, 
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et al., 14 I. C. C., 620, in which weights at points of origin 
and destination were considered, it was held that if the 
shipments were weighed at point of origin by methods 
which were substantially correct, that such weights 
should govern, on the ground that since the cars are 
destined to different’ points throughout the entire coun- 
try, it would be a practical impossibility for the railroads 
to have a representative at each unloading point. 

It does not appear that the Commission has inde- 
pendently considered the question of weights for the 
transportation of coke. In a very recent decision, In 
the Matter of Inaccuracies in Weighing Certain Articles, 
the Commission particularly considered those the weight 
of which at destination does not necessarily correspond 
with their weight at point of origin, such as grain, coal, 
lumber, ete., laid down certain rules in Opinion No. 
2399, Docket No. 4631, 28 I. C. C., 7, which is published 
in full in THe TRAFFIC WoRLD of Aug. 9, 1913, on page 
289, and which rules might have some application to 
the weighing of coke. It is fundamental that the shipper 
should be required to pay upon the actual weight. It 
is not proper, however, to provide that weights at either 
the point of origin or the point of destination shall gov- 
ern, unless those weights are correctly taken. Neither 
can the carrier by this means exempt itself from liability 
to the shipper for loss of property in transit. 'The reme- 
dies proposed by the Commission are that it: be given 
power to fix the points at which track scales. should be 
installed; to prescribe the standard of such scales and 
other installation; to test or supervise the testing of 
such scales, and to supervise the operations. 

* * * 


Sufficiency of Notice of Arrival of Goods. 


INlinois—“Kindly advise us what constitutes legal 
notice of arrival of shipment at destination. In other 
words, when has the carrier given the consignee legal 
notice of arrival of shipment? Does a postal card mailed 
consignee giving description of shipment, weight and 
charges due thereon constitute such notice?” 

Carriers transporting property under the uniform bill 
of lading, who desire to relieve themselves of the liability 
of common carriers after arrival of the same at destina- 
tion point, must give or send a 48 hours’ notice of the 
arrival of the property to the party entitled to receive 
it. Where the contract, or, in the absence of such con- 
tract, where the uniformly observed usage of the place 
to which the property is shipped required the carrier to 
notify the consignee of the arrival of the shipment, it 
has been commonly held by the courts that such notice 
sent through the mails is sufficient. In the case of 
Friedman vs. Met. S. S. Co. 90 N. Y., 401, it was held 
that a postal card notice is sufficient, especially when 
the consignee is aware of a local custom of giving notice 
in this manner. lt may be said that ordinarily a postal 
card notice giving a description of the property and 
addressed to the consignee’s place of business, will be 
sufficient. 

* * ce 
Rules Governing Commutation Tickets Cannot Discrimi- 
nate Between Classes of Persons. 

Connecticut.—‘Can you give us information in regard 
to the attitude taken by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission ruling relative’ to limitations of use of special 
tickets, more particularly school tickets? There seems 
to be a great variation in practice among roads holding 
the use of these tickets down to children in the public 
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schools of the different grades. Are there any rulings 
that definitely settle this matter? In some instances we 
find that teachers are included, and also the pupils of 
business colleges, schools of stenography and private 
schools,”’ 

On Oct. 12, 1908, in Rule 99, Conference Rulings, Bul- 
letin No. 6, the Commission held, in a case where a 
carrier offered a 46-trip monthly commutation ticket and 
provided that it should be issued only to pupils, without 
regard to age, who are in attendance on schools of a 
certain kind and specifically provided for the exclusion 
of pupils attending various other kinds of schools, that 
“This regulation is unjustly discriminatory, and there- 
fore unlawful, but that carriers may lawfully offer and 
use a commutation ticket limited in its sale and use to 
children or young persons between certain stated ages 
(as, for instance, from 12 to 21 years of age). Such 
arrangement will provide desired rates for school pupils 
and will not exclude other children traveling under sub- 
stantially similar conditions but for the purpose of se- 
curing other lines of instruction or on other missions. 
It will also protect against the use of such tickets by 
adults. The carrier may not inquire into the mission, 
errand or business of the passenger as a condition of 
fixing the transportation rate which such passenger shall 
pay.” 

The Commission in affirming the above ruling in a 
later proceeding (In the Matter of Regulations Governing 
Sale of Commutation Tickets to School Children), 17 
I. C. C., 144, stated that section 2 of the Act to regulate 
commerce precludes the allowance of commutation rates 
to school children unless the same rates are open to all 
children within the age limit. 

* * * 


Foreign Railroads Transporting Through Shipments From 
the United States. 


New York.—‘“Will you please advise us, through the 
Traffic Bulletin, if you have any record of a decision 
by the courts, or the Interstate Commerce Commission, as 
to whether the Panama Railroad Co.-Panama Railroad 
Steamship Line, is subject to: the interstate commerce 
act, when transporting shipments New York to Los 
Angeles, Cal., routed via Panama steamer to Colon; Pan- 
ama Railroad, Colon to Balboa; thence by connecting car- 
rier to San Pedro; thence by rail to Los Angeles, Cal., 
on through bill of lading and rate?” 

Recently the Interstate Commerce Commission held 
that inasmuch as the Panama Railroad Co. had not com- 
plied with the provisions of the Act to regulate commerce 
in such a way as to make its officers and employes en- 
titled to free transportation, therefore the Commission 
would not allow them the same. While this ruling does 
not finally determine the status of this road, or whether 
it is subject to the interstate commerce act and under 
the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
yet it indicates an ultimate purpose on the part of the 
Commission to take some recognition of this company 
and to assume some jurisdiction over it. The provisions 
of the Act to regulate commerce apply to foreign as well 
as domestic carriers engaged in the transportatiom, @f 
property for a continuous shipment from a place‘ ff the 
United States through an adjacent foreign country over 
that portion of the haul within the United States. Such 
carriers are subject to the provisions of the Act. Re 


Investigation of Acts and Doings of the Grand Trunk 


System, 2 I. C. C., 496, 
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It is OUf opinion that the Commission has jurisdic- 
tion overt thé Panama Railroad Co., under the amendment 
of June 29, 1906, and by virtue of the United States 
Supreme Court decision in the case of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission vs. Humboldt Steamship Co., 224 
U. §., 474. In that case the United States Supreme Court 
held that the Commission has jurisdiction over a com- 
plaint demanding the filing with the Commission and 
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preparing of rates for transportation of passengers and 
property between points in Alaska and points in the 
Dominion of Canada and other places, and the estab- 
lishment of through routes and joint rates between points 
in Alaska and points in the state of Washington, said 
amendment having superseded the ‘authority conferred 
upon the secretary of the interior by section 2 of the 
act of May 14, 1898. 





Docket of The Commission 


Note.—Items in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are 
new and have not been carried in the publication wueeg the 
preceding week. 


September 13—Pittsburg, Pa.—Special Examiner Rynder: 
§366—American Lumber & ws 4 Co. vs. D. T. & L Ry. Co. et al. 
§861—Red Bank Mills vs. P. R. Co. et al. 
5566—American Lumber & Mie. Co. ve. D. T. & I. Ry. Co. 

et al. 
5861—Red Bank Mills vs. P. R. R. Co. et al. 

September 13—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Prouty: 

§811—Southwestern Missouri Millers’ Club vs, St. L. & 8S. F. 
R. R. Co, et al 

September 15—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Marshall: 

5504—Cotton Manufacturers’ Assn. of 9. C. vs. Carolina C. & 
O. of S. C. et al. 
5505—Belton Mills et al. vs. Norf. & West. et al. 

September 15—Washington, D. C.—Special Examiner Marshall: 

5836—City of Spartanburg, S. C. vs. C. C. & O. Ry. Co. et al. 


September 15—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Clements: 
4844—In the matter of bills of lading. 

September 15.—New Orleans, La.—Examiner Prouty: 
i. & S. No. 281—New Orleans storage rates. 


September 15—Columbus, O.—Examiner Rynder: 
*6000—Federal Glass Co. et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. 
September 15—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Settle: 
§669—Newport Mining Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 
5755—Hayes Mining Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 
5563—Corrigan, McKinney & Co. vs. M. St. P. & 8S. S. M. 
September 16—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner Esch. 
4901—Rock Springs Distilling Co. vs Ill. Cent. R. R. et al. 
September 17—Fort Worth, Tex.—Examiner Prouty: 
neo. etal en Chamber of Commerce vs. M. K. & T. Ry. 
oO. eta 
. & S$. No. 267—Texas-Colorado potato rates. 
eumiedions 17—Detroit, Mich.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
oe eee Portiand Cement Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. 
o. eta 
3652—Michigan Mfg. Assn. et al. vs. Pere M. R. R. et al. 
September 17—Paducah, Ky.—Examiner Esch. 
*5896—Paducah Board of Trade vs. [ll. Cent. R. R. Co. 
*§397—Paducah Board of Trade vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. 
*5896—Paducah Board of Trade vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. 
September 17—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Settle: 
4817—Geo. A. Hormel vse C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
September 19—Kalamazoo. Mich.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
*5517—Kalamazoo Tank & Silo Co. vs, Mich. Cent R. R. 
§926—Kalamazoo Tank & Silo Co. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. 


Copenmee 19—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Settle: 
. & S$. 272—Condensed milk rates between points in Ill. and 





Co. et al. 


et al. 
et al. 
et al. 


et al. 
et al. 


* Wis. 

.& S. 284—Rates on crushed stone from McCook and Thorn- 
ton, Ill, to stations in Indiana and Michigan. 

1. & S$. 291—Rates on emigrant movables from Chicago, IIl., 
St. Paul, Minn., and other points to Arlington and other 
South Dakota points. 

September 20—Chicago, Ill—Special Examiner Pugh: 
4421—I'nited States Gypsum Co. vs. C. R. IL. & P. Ry. Co. 
5816—Hanley Bros. Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
5868—American Hair Felt Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 

September 20—Houston, Tex.—Examiner Prouty: 
5745—Chamber of Commerce, Houston, Tex, vs. Int. Gt. Nor. 

Ry. Co. et al. 

September 20—Milwaukee, Wis.—Examiner Esch. 

|. & S. 174—In the matter of the investigation and suspen- 
sion of advances in Break Bulk rates by carriers for the 
transportation of grain and grain products from Milwaukee, 
Manitowoc and Kewaunee, Wis., to Boston, Mass., New 
York, N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., Baltimore, Md., and other 
points. 

September 22—Chicago, Ill_—Special Examiner Pugh: 

udowici Celadon Co. vs. C. & E. I. R. R. Co. et al. 
tandard Oil Co. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 

a we Weisse & Co. vs. C. H. & D. Ry. Co. et al. 

5916—Vulcan Detinning Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 

September 22—Wichita, Kan —Examiner Esch. 
|. & S. 278—Flaxseed rates from Minneapolis, Minn., and 

other points to Kansas City, Mo., Fredonia, Kan., and other 
points. 

September 22—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Settle: 
¢ S. 277—Straw rates from stations in Missouri to Alton, 


5863—Blakeslee Mfg. Co. vs. Pa. R. R. Co. et al. 
= _ St. Louis Walnut Co. vs. St. L. I. M. & Sou. Ry. 
oO. et al. 


5934—Fullerton Mange Tie Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 


September 22—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Pugh: 
§892—Standard Oil Co. vs. Pa. R. R. Co, et al. 
5915—Chas. Weisse & Co. vs. C. H. & D. Ry. Co. et al. 
5916—Vulcan Detinning Co. vs. A. T. & S F. Ry. Co. et al. 


September 23—Wichita, Kan.—Examiner Esch, 

i. & §. 293—Refrigeration charges on fruits and vegetables 
from Colorado to Kansas points. 

September 23—Boston, Mass.—Commissioner Prouty 
4845—In re rates classification, regulations and  aatbess of 

carriers. 

September 23—Chicago, Ill.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5923—Leary Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. Mo. Pac. Co. et al. 
§925—Cutting Bros. Ice Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. 8S. M. Ry. Co. 
§945—Albert Miller & Co. vs. C. St. P. M. & O. R. R. Co. et al 
5062—Goldfield Consolidated Milling and Trans. Co. vs. A. T 

& S. F. et al. 
5796—W. A: Plummer Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 

September 23—Galveston, Tex.: 

a Round Bale Press Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry 
o. et al. 
5759—Anderson-Clayton Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 

September 24—Milwaukee, Wis.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5850—Hoyt & Berger vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 
5984—W. F. Cadow vs. C. St P. M. & O. Ry. Co. et al. 

September 24—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Esch. . 

i. & S. 236—Omaha-Oklahoma Fresh Meat Rates. 

September 24—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner Settle: 

5688—Kentueky Distilleries & Warehouse Co. vs. L. & N. 
Co, et al. 

September 25—Green Bay, Wis.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5887—Dorschell Produce Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 

September 25—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner Settle: 


4930—-Young & Cutsinger vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. 
5870—St. Matthews Produce Exchange, Inc., vs. L. & N. R. 


R. Co. 
5888—L. O. Collier vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 


September 26—Shreveport, La.—Examiner Wsch. 
|. & S. 223—Lumber rates from Texas, 
Arkansas to Oklahoma and Missourt. 

September 26—Wausau, Wis.—Special Examiner Pugh: 

5895—Torney Cedar Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et al. 

September 27—La Crosse, Wis.—Special Examiner Pugh: 


Louisiana and 


5955—John Gund Brewing Co. et al. vs. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co 
September 26—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner Settle: 

5894—Louis P. Hyman & Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. 

5937-—-W. P. Brown & Sons Co. et al. va. Iu. & N. R. R. Co. 


September 29—Alexandria, La.—Examiner Esch. 
5486—Brown-Roberts Hardware & Supply Co., Ltd., 
Ry & Nav. Co. et al. 
5579—Albert Jacob vs. 
5885—Gulf Lumber Co. vs. 
S. S. Co. et al. 
September 29—Minneapolis, Minn.—Specilal Examiner Pugh: 
eee Compo Board Co. vs. Ahnapee & West 
y. Co. 
5961—Atwood Stone Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
§985—Drake Mable & Tile Co. vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. 
October 1—Superior, Wis.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5834—E.. Dancicer vs. P. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. 
October 3—Lynchburg, Va.—Examiner Esch. 
5813—Lynch Cotton Mill Co. vs. Norf. & West. Ry. 
October 4—Buffalo, N. Y¥Y.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5964—F. W. Woolworth Co. vs. Old Dom. S. S. Co. et al. 
sae Re a Coal Storage Co. vs. San Antonio & A. P. Ry 
o. eta 
eee Grain & Seed Co. vs. West Shore R. R. Co 
et al 
October 6—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Elder: 
5393—National Baggage Committee vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co 


DIGEST OF NEW COMPLAINTS ! 


No. 6030. Spartanburg Chamber of Commerce, 
S. C., vs. Southern Railway Co. et al, 
Against the present class rates from eastern and interior 
cities to Spartanburg as being unjust and unreasonable, in 
so far as they exceed the rates from the same points to At- p 
lanta, Athens and Charlotte, N. C., Blacksburg, S. C., or 
Gainesville. Ga. Ask that the Commission will, after investi- 
gation establish just. reasonable and equal rates to Spartan- 
burg from eastern cities, Cincinnati, Louisville and points be- 
yond; Pittsburgh and points in the Bu‘Yalo-Pittsburgh Zone, 


vs. La 


Sou. Pac. et al. 
Morgan’s La. & Tex. R. R. & 


Co. et al 








Spartanburg, 














September 13, 1913 





Cleveland, Detroit and other points in C. F. A. territory east 
of the indiana-Ohio state line, and from the Virginia cities. 

No. 60351. Owensboro Wagon Co., Uwensboro, Ky., vs. South- 
ern Kailway Co. et al. 

Against a rate of 14 cents on bar iron from New Albany, 
Ind., to Owensvoro, as unreasonable, unjust and discrimina- 
tory. Ask tor a rate of nut to exceed lv cents, and repara- 
tion down to tnat amount. 

No. 6032. Jackson Oil & Refining Co., Jackson, Miss., vs. 
Southern Ry. et al. 

Against rates of 24 and 25 cents per 100 pounds on cotton- 
seea trom poate in Alapama to Jackson, as excessive, unjust 
and unreasonable. Asks for reasonable rate and reparation. 

No. 0053. Central Commerciai Company of Chicago, Li1., against 
the Delaware & Hudson et al. 

Against the present rates on slate in bulk and in bags from 
Poultney, Vt., to Cnicago, UL, as unjust, unreasonavie and 
discriminatory. Maxima rates asked for. 

No. 6034. Daves & Daves Grain Co., Winfield, Kan., vs. Mid- 
land Valley R. R. Co. et al, 

Excessive charges on shipments of bulk corn from points 
in Kansas to Wann, Okla., due to alleged misrouting. Ask 
for cease and desist order, the establishment of maxima 
rates and reparation. 

No. 6035. Mansfield Hardwood Lumber Co., Shreveport, La., 
vs. Kansas City Southern. 

Against the present rates on hardwood logs from points 
on line of defendant into Mansfield as beimg unjust and un- 
reasonable to the amount that they exceed the rates on pine 
logs and lumber into Mansfield. Ask for the establishment of 
maxima rates and reparation. 

No. 6036. Trussed Concrete Steel Co., of Detroit, Mich., vs. 
Erie R. R. et al. 

Against a rate of 34% cents on expanded metal from 
Youngstown, Ohio, to Marquette, Mich. Ask for reparation 
down to the level of the 26% cent rate which has since been 
made effective. . 

No. 6037. Welisch, W. T., & Co., Inc., of San Francisco, Calif., 
vs. St. Louis Southwestern et al. 

Excessive charges on shipments of cleaned rice from De 
Witt, Ark., to San Francisco, due to alleged errors in routing. 
Reparation asked for. 

No. 6040. Tilford-Hunt Lumber Co., Nacogdoches, Texas, vs. 
St. Louis Southwestern Ry. Co. et al. 

Against a rate of 214% cents on C. L. shipments of lumber 
from Durant, Tex., to points in Mexico as unjust and dis- 
criminatory. Ask for the proportional rate in effect of 18 
cents and reparation. 

No. 6041. Mitchell, Lewis & Staver, Portland, Ore., vs. South- 
ern. Pacific. 

Alleges unjust and unreasonable rates on shipments of 
weeder blades from Portland, Ore., to San Francisco, Calif. 
Ask for the establishment of maxima rates and reparation. 

No. S Solomon, Lipma, Ridgeland, S. C., vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line R, R. 

Against the passenger rates between Ridgeland & Savan- 
nah, as being excessive and fraudulent by reason of alleged 
errors in mileage. Ask for the establishment of maxima rates 
for the future to be based on actual mileage. 

No, 6043. Green Brothers Box & Lumber Co., Rockford, Ill., vs. 
C&M. W. 

Against a rate of 13 cents on fuel wood from Odanah, Wis., 
to Rockford, Ill, as excessive, unjust and unreasonable. Ask 
for the establishment of reasonable rates and reparation. 

No. 6044, Franklin Steel Works, Rockdale, Ill, vs. Oregon- 
Washington Railroad & Navigation Co. et al. 

Against a rate of $1.07 on toe calks, from Portland, Ore., to 
Joliet, Ill., as unreasonable, excessive and unjust to the 
amount that it exceeds the 80-cent rate on toe calks from 
Joliet, IIL, to Portland, Ore. Ask for the establishment of 
maxima rates and reparation. 

No. 6045. Markley, George E., & Co., of Cincinnati, O., vs. 
Atlantic Coast Line et al. 

Excessive rates on shipments of oranges from Umatilla, 
Fla., to Cincinnati, O., due to the absence of a joint through 
rate. Ask for the establishment of maxima rates to apply 
on future shipments and reparation. 

No. 6046. Chamberlain, Lee, & Co., Los Angeles, Cal., vs. Den- 
ver & Rio Grande et al. 

Alleges excessive charges on C. L. shipments of lump coal 
from Price, Utah, and Bakersfield, Cal., to Stockton, Cal., 
due to. alleged misrouting. Cease and desist order asked for, 
the establishment of maxima rates and reparation. 

No. 6047, Drake Marble & Tile Co., St. Paul, Minn., vs. North- 
ern Pacific et al. 

Against the assessment of a fourth class rating on ship- 
ments of building marble and marble crushed, from St. Paul 
to Bismarck, N. D., as unreasonable and unjust to the ex- 
tent that it exceeds the Class D rate. Ask for the establish- 
ment of that or such other rate as the Commission shall 
deem just and reasonable to be applied to future shipments, 
and reparation. 

No. 6048. Kansas City Bridge Co., Kansas City, Mo., vs. De 
Queen & Eastern R. R. Co. et al. 

Against alleged undue and unjustly discriminate rates on 
oak lumber from Provo, Ark., to Vesper, Kan., due to the 
absence of joint through rates, by reason of concellation of 
tap line connections. Cease and desist order asked for and 
reparation. 

= — Leach, L. D., & Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Southern Ry. 
et al. 

Against a rate of 20 cents per 100 pounds on wooden rail- 
road ties from Wayne City, IIL, to Buffalo, Iowa, as unjust, 
unreasonable and discriminatory. Ask for the establishment 
of just and reasonable rates, not to exceed 10 cents per 100 
pounds, and reparation. 

te 6050. Otis Mfg. Co., New Orleans, La., vs. L. & N. R. R. 

‘0. 


Against a rate of 35 cents per 100 pounds on shipments of 
wood paneling from Louisville, Ky., to New Orleans, as un- 
just, unreasonable and discriminatory and disadvantageous. 
Ask for a rate not to exceed 26 cents and reparation. 
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SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


By an order entered July 23, in I. & S. Docket No. 
264, the Commission has further suspended from Sep- 
tember 12 until March 12 the operation of schedules 
contained in the tariffs designated below: 

Baltimore & Ohio. I. C. C. No. 11429. 

Chesapeake & Ohio of Indiana. I. C. C. No. 91; 
I. C. C.. No. - 92. 

Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville. I, C. C. No. 2891. 

Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis. I. C. C. 
No. 6183. 

Erie Railroad Co. Lines Buffalo, Salamanca, N. Y., 
and west thereof. I. C. C. No. A-4744; I. C, C. No. 
A-4747. 

Hocking Valley. 
1534, 

Lake Erie & Western; Ft. Wayne, Cincinnati & 
Louisville Railroad; Northern Ohio Railway. I. C, C. 
No. 2377. 

Lake Shore & Michigan Southern. I. C. C. No. 
A-2926, 

Michigan Central. Supplement No. 2 to I. C. C. No. 
4245. 

Pennsylvania Co. I. C. C. No. F-446, 

The Pittsburgh. & Lake Erie. I. C. C. No. 1492; 
I. C. C. No. 1493. 

Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis. I. C. C. 
P-473, 

Toledo & Ohio Central. I. C. C. No. 2047. 

Wabash. Supplement No. 1 to I. C. C. No. 3153. 

Wheeling & Lake Erie, the Lorain & West Virginia 
Railway. Supplement No, 1 to W. & L. E. I. C. C. No. 
945, 

It was proposed by the suspended schedules to ad- 
vance from 1% cents per 100 pounds to 2% cents per 
100 pounds charges applicable to shipments of structural 
iron and steel stopped in transit for fabrication at points 
throughout Central Freight Association territory, except- 
ing certain fabrication points located in Illinois, their 
operation having been previously suspended from May 15 
until September 12. 





Supplement No. 1 to I. C. C. No. 





By an order entered July 23, in I. & S. No. 263, the 
Commission further suspended from September 12 until 
March 12 schedules contained in the following tariffs: 

Wm. Cameron, Agent. Supplement No. 13 to L. C. C. 
No. D-66; Supplement No. 14 to I. C. C. No. D-66. 

W. H. Hosmer, Agent. Supplement No. 13 to I. C. C 
No. A-311; Supplement No. 14 to I. C. C. No. A-311. 

The suspended schedules propose to increase rate: 
applicable to the transportation of high explosives in 
carload and less-than-carload quantities from St. Louis, 
Mo., Cairo, Ill., and other points to Boston, Mass., and 
other points in New England and to certain Canadian 
points, and had been suspended from May 15 until 
September 12. 





By an order entered September 8, in I. & S. No. 
308, the Commission suspended from September 10 until 
January 8 Item No. 176-B of Supplement No. 15 to Coun- 
tis’ I. C. C. No. 968. 

This item proposes to increase rates applicable on 
canned apples in carloads from Portland, Ore., and other 
North Pacific coast points to St. Louis, Chicago, St. 
Paul and points west thereof, including Wichita and To- 
peka, Kan. 
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The present rate is 65 cents per 100 pounds, carload 
minimum weight 60,000 pounds; the proposed rate is 
85 cents per 100 pounds, carload minimum weight 40,000 
pounds, an advance of 20 cents in the rate. 

By an order entered September 8, in I. & S. No. 310, 
the Commission suspended from September 10 until 
January 8 Item No. 19-A of Supplement No. 23 to Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway I. C. C. No. B-212o. 

This item contains a proposed increase of 20 cents 
per gross ton on scrap iron in carloads between Chicago, 
Ill., and Milwaukee, Wis., the present rate being 50 
cents per gross ton and the proposed rate 70 cents per 
gross ton. 


By an order entered September 8, in Il. & S. No. 
309, the Commission suspended from September 10 until 
January 8 Union Pacific Railroad Co.’s I. C. C. No. 2656. 

This tariff names through rates applicable to the 
transportation of bananas and cocoanuts in carloads from 
New Orleans, Port Chalmette, La., and Mobile, Ala. to 
points in the states of Idaho, Oregon, Utah and Wyoming, 
and it cancels the application of through rates in con- 
nection with the Chicago, Rock Island & Gulf Railway, 
Colorado & Southern Railway, Fort Worth & Denver 
City Railway and the Trinity & Brazos Valley Railway, 
which in effect compels the movement of this traffic via 
Kansas City and other Missouri River gateways and 
thence over the lines of the Union Pacific west. 

Heretofore in connection with rates named in a prior 
issue of the above tariff routing was provided as fol- 
lows: Via Texas & Pacific Railway—Fort Worth, Tex.; 
Fort Worth & Denver City Railway—Sixelo, N. M.; 
Colorado & Southern Railway—Denver, Colorado; thence 
via Union Pacific Railroad and connections to destina- 
tion. All other routes via Denver, Colo., excepting the 
Union Pacific, have been canceled, and it is claimed 
by protestants that the canceled routes are most desir- 
able for this traffic and the application of combination 
rates via such routes would result in material increases 
in rates. 


By an order entered July 23 in I. & S. No. 267, 
the Commission further suspended, from September 20 
until March 20, Note B, Item No. 1572 of Leland’s I. C. 
C. No. 991, and Poteet’s I. C. C. No. 303. 

The effect of the suspended note would be to in- 
crease from 1 to 6 cents per 100 pounds rates on po- 
tatoes and vegetables in carloads from points in Texas, 
Louisiana and Arkansas to Denver, Colo., and points 
taking Denver rates. Its operation had been suspended 
from July 5 until September 20. 





By an order entered July 23 in I. & S. No. 266, the 
Commission further suspended, from September 19 until 
March 19, Countiss’ I. C. C. No. 970. 

This tariff contains advances in rates on wheat in 
carloads from interstate points to points in Arizona and 
New Mexico and its operation had been suspended from 
May 22 until September 19. 





By an order entered on September 3 in I. & S. Docket 
No. 304 the Commission suspended from Sept. 5, 1913, until 
Jan. 3, 1914, the operation-of the following tariffs: 

Erie Railroad Co.: 


Supplement No. 14 to I. C. C. No. 9113 
Supplement No. 15 to I. C. C. No. 9113 
Supplement No. 1 to I. C. C. No. 9122. 
Supplement No. 1 to I. C. C. No. 9342 
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I. C. C. No. 10491. 

New York, Susquehanna & Western R. R.: 

Supplement No. 1 to I. C. C. No. 1620. 

It was proposed by provisions contained in said tar 
iffs to cancel rates applicable to the transportation o 
onions in carloads and less-than-carload lots from inte: 
state points to the following local delivery stations o! 
the Erie Railroad in New York City: Duane street, North 
River; West Houston street, North River, and Pier 7 
East River, and to prohibit the handling of inbound ship 
ments of onions at those points. 

Provisions were made for an allowance of 3 cents 
per 100 pounds out of the through rate on carload ship 
ments from certain points when delivered to New York 
consignees at the Erie terminus at Jersey City. Ship- 
ments of fruits and vegetables are handled extensively 
at Duane Street station, which is located adjacent to the 
produce district in New York, and consignees object to 
the proposed change relative to shipments of onions. 





By an order entered July 23 in I. & S. Docket No. 
259, the Commission further suspended from Sept. 8, 1913, 
until March 8, 1914, the operation of items No. 1366-A 
and 1368, supplement No. 13 to Agent F. A. Leland’s tariff 
I. C. C. No. 931 and supplement No. 13 to Agent Eugene 
Morris’ tariff I. C. C. No. 349. 

The suspended items contain exceptions to the West 
ern Classification and affect rating on iron and steel win- 
dow sash (glazed) in carloads, and iron and steel window 
frames when shipped with sash from interstate points 
to points in Texas, Louisiana and Mexico. 

These items have been suspended from May 11 until 
September 8 by an order previously entered in the same 
docket. 

By an order entered July 23, in I. & S. No. 268, the 
Commission suspended from September 29 until March 
29 schedules contained in the following tariffs: 

The Baltimore & Ohio Southwestern Railroad Co. 
Supplement No. 15 to I. C. C. No. 67565. oa 

The, Hocking Valley Railway Co. Supplement No. 
23 to I. ©. C. No. 1442; Supplement No. 24 to I. C.-C. 
No. 1442; I. C. C. No. 1544. 

The Kanawha & Michigan Railway Co. Supplement 
No. 8 to I. C. C. No. 78. 

The Toledo & Ohio Central Railway Co. Supplement 
No. 10 to I. C. C. No. 1828. 

The Zanesville & Western Railway Co. Supplement 
No. 11 to I. C. C. No. 300: 

It was proposed by the suspended schedules to ad- 
vance rates on brick in carloads from Athens and other 
points in Ohio to Huntington, W. Va., and their opera- 
tion had been suspended from June 1 and June 2 until 
September 29. 





By an order entered July 23, in I. & S. No. 270, the 
Commission further suspended from September 29 until 
March 29 schedules contained in the following tariffs: 

W. H. Hosmer, Agent. Supplement No. 30 to I. C. C. 
No. A-244; Supplement No. 33 to I. C. ©. No. A-244; 
Supplement No. 16 to I. C. C. No. A-304; Supplement No. 
18 to I; C.-C. No. A-304. 

The suspended schedules propose to increase rates 
on scrap iron and old rails in carloads between St. Paul 
and Duluth and Chicago, St. Louis and points taking the 
same rates. 

These schedules had been suspended from June 1 
until September 29. 
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By an order entered July 23, in I. & S. No. 269, the 
Commission further suspended from September 27 until 
March 27 the following tariffs: 

Southern Railway Co. Supplement No. 30 to IL. C. C. 
No. 11880; Supplement No. 10 to L C. C. No. A-4416; 
Supplement No. 13 to I. C. C. No. A-4800; Supplement 
No. 1 to I. C. C. No. A-5357; Supplement No. 6 to I. C. 
C. No. A-5360; Supplement No. 3 to I. C. C. No. A-5364. 

By the suspended tariffs it was proposed to advance 
rates on lumber in carloads from points on the South- 
ern Railway in Tennessee, North and South Carolina 
and Georgia to Virginia cities, eastern seaboard and in- 
terior eastern points. Their operation had been sus- 
pended from May 30 until September 27. 


CONDITION OF CAR SUPPLY 


The car shortage and surplus report of the American 
Railway Association, issued September 9, gives a sum- 
mary of car surpluses and shortages by groups from May 
23rd, 1912, to September list, 1913. 

Total surplus—September st, 1913, 73576 cars; 
August 15, 1913, 69,253 cars; August 29th, 1912, 36,047 
cars. 

Compared with the preceding period there is an in- 
crease in the total surplus of 4,323 cars, of which 7,236 
is in box, 1,197 in flat, 396 in coal, and a decrease of 4,506 
in miscellaneous car surplus. The increase in box car 
surplus is in Groups 4 (the Virginias and Carolinas), 6 
(lowa, Illinois, Wisconsin and Minnesota), 8 (Kansas, 
Colorado, Oklahoma, Missouri and Arkansas), 9 (Texas 
Louisiana and New Mexico), 10 (Washington, Oregon, 
Idaho, California, Nevada and Arizona), and 11 (Canadian 
Lines). The increase in flat car surplus is in all Groups, 
except 3 (Ohio, Indiana, Michigan and Western Pennsyl- 
vania), 7 (Montana, Wyoming, Nebraska and the Dakotas) 
and 9 (as above). The increase in-coal car surplus is in 
Groups 3 (as above), 5 (Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi 
Alabama, Georgia and Florida), 8, 9; 10 and 11 (as above). 
The decrease in miscellaneous car sarplus is in all Groups, 
except 4, 5, 6 and 7 (as above). ' 

Total shortage—September 1st, 1913, 15,270 cars; 
August 15th, 1913, 14,828 cars; August 29th, 1912, 26,297 
cars, 

Compared with the preceding period there is an in- 
crease in the total shortage of 442 ears, of which 1,911 is 
in box, 20 in flat, 340 in miscellaneous, and a decrease of 
1,829 in coal car shortage. The increase in box car short- 
age is in all Groups, except 7, 8 and 9 (as above). The 
increase in flat car shortage is in Groups 6, 8, 10 and 11 
(as above). The increase in miscellaneous car shortage 
is in Groups 1 (New England Lines), 3, 4, 6, 9 and 11 (as 
above). ‘The decrease in coal car shortage is in all 
Groups, except 2 (New York, New Jersey, Delaware, 
Maryland and Eastern Pennsylvania), and 9 (as above). 

Compared with the same date of 1912 there is an 
increase in the total surplus of 37,529 cars, of which 
28,812 is in box, 2,295 in flat, 3,396 in coal and 3,026 in 
miscellaneous car surplus. There is a decrease in the 
total shortage of 11,027 cars, of which 7,280 is in box, 
1,413 in flat, 1,799 in coal and 535 in miscellaneous car 
shortage. 


Milwaukee Merchants & Manufacturers’ Association 
recently refused to indorse the demand of railroads for 
a 5 per cent advance in freight rates, but in a resolution 
adopted declared the question should be settled on its 
merits by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
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LOCATION OF FREIGHT CARS 


The American Railway Association Committee on Re- 





lations Between Railroads, Arthur Hale, chairman, pre- 
sents, under date of September 10, Car Location Bulletin 
No. 9-A, giving a summary of the location of freight car 
equipment by groups on Aug. 15, 1913, together with the 
surpluses and shortage on the same date. 
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INFORMALREPARATION ORDERS 


28291. Abbeville Lumber Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. Order entered 
Aug. 9, 1913, directing payment of $7.50, on account of dray- 
age expense incurred due to the erroneous routing o onfe 
carload of lumber, shipped Feb. 8, 1912, from Riderville, Ala., 
to Abbeville, 8S. C. 

27067. Acme Cement Plaster Co, vs. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 
et al. Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $4, 
on account of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload 
of plaster, shipped April 11, 1912, from Grand Rapids, Mich., 


to Columbus, Wis. 

24481. Adkin, Clark & Goddard Co. vs. Erie R. R. Co. Order 
entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $5.15, account un- 
reasonable rate applied on four shipments of printed ad- 
vertising matter forwarded from Rochester, N. Y., to New 
York, N. Y., from Jan. 26, 1912, to Feb. 27, 1912. 

26607. American Naval Stores Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $106.26, on 
account of an uMreasonable rate applied on one carload of 


brewers’ pitch forwarded from St. Louis, Mo., to Denver, Col. 

25661. American Steel & Wire Co. vs. C., M. & G. Ry. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $31.92, on 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on one mixed car- 
load of barbed wire, nails, etc., shipped March 8, 1912, from 
DeKalb, UL, to Powell, Wyo. 

26647-20648. Beloit Iron Works vs. P., C., C. & St. L. Ry. Co. 
et al. Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $9.45, 
on account of an unreasonable rate applied on two shipments 
of machinery, forwarded Feb. 9 and July 12, 1911, from Co- 
lumbus, Ind., to Beloit, Wis. 

22108. Bondi Bros. vs. N. Y¥. N. H. & H. R. R. Co. Order 
entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $259.87, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on 52 carloads of bananas, 
shipped from Pier 1, North River, N. Y., to Springfield, Mass., 
during the months from July to December, 1911. 

27869. John Breuner Co. vs, West. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. -Order 
entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $90.97, om account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of baby car- 
riages and go-carts, shipped Jan. 22, 1910, from Leominster, 
Miss., to Sacramento, Cal. 

27832. Brown, L. H., vs. Lake Erie & West. R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $10.06, on 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on one automobile, 
shipped Sept. 22, 1911, from Muncie, Ind., to Janesville, Wis. 

26169, 26837, 26375, 26392, 26391, 26388, 26387, 26453, 26562, 26593, 
26687, 26783, 26747, 26748, 26745, 26505, 26650, 26652, 26653, 26654, 
26655, 26642 26643, 26640. California Fruit Distributors vs. Sou. 
Pac Co. Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $167, 
on account of an unreasonable icing charge applied on 43 
carloads of green deciduous fruit from Vacaville, Cal., to 
various eastern destinations. 

25567. Carter Paving Co. vs. Pennsylvania R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $19.37, on 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on two carloads of 
cinders, shipped Aug. 7 and 13, 1912, from North Philadelphia, 
Pa., to Vineland, N. J. 

25593. Carley Life Boat Co. vs. National Express Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund on or before 
Sept. 7, 1913, of $202.50, account of unreasonable rate applied 


on two shipments of life rafts from Boston, Mass., to Chi- 
cago, Ill, on June 21, 1912. 
26759. Carquinez Packing Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. Order 


entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $16.78, account un- 
reasonable rate applied on one shipment of canned fruit from 
Pittsburgh, Pa., to Benicia, Cal. 

24688. Carthage Superior Marble & Limestone Co.; Central 
Cut Stone Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. Order entered 
Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $77.60, account unreasonable 
rate applied on five carloads of stone forwarded from Carth- 
age, Mo., to Checotah, Okla., June 3 and 9, and July 18 and 
Sept. 15 and 21, 1911. 

21143. Case, George, et al. vs. American Express Co. Order 
entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $227.10, account of 
unreasonable rate applied on 430 shipments of strawberries 
from New Albany, Ind., to Chicago, Ill, during period June 
1 to July 18, 1910, 

25527. Chittenden & Eastman Co. vs. C., C., C. & St. L. Ry. 
Co, et al. Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of 
$15.18, on account unreasonable rate applied on one carload 
of kitchen cabinets from Wabash, Ind., to Burlington, Ia., 
March 2, 1912. 

22192. Cook-Lund Engineering & Construction Co. vs. E., J. & 
E. Ry. Co. et al. Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing re- 
fund of $290.66, account unreasonable rate applied on 12 car- 
loads of sand forwarded from Janesville, Wis., to Joliet, IIl., 
in 1911. 

27797. Colorado Supply Co. vs. Colo. & Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $30.20, on 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on one shipment of 


chili or chili peppers, forwarded Feb. 23, 1912, from West 
Anaheim, Cal., to Trinidad, Colo. 

27887. Darnell-Taenzer Lumber Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. 
Co. Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $3.85, ac- 


count unreasonable rate applied on one carload of lumber 
forwarded from Memphis, Tenn., to Jopiin, Mo., May 6, 1912. 

27883. Detmer Woolen Co. vs. C. & E. R. R. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $177.63, on account 
unreasonable rate applied on two carloads of dry goods on 
sample cards forwarded June 24 and 25, 1912, from Brooklyn, 
N. Y., to Chicago, IIl. 

26020. Dewey Portland Cement Co. vs. M., K. & T. Ry. Co. et 
al. Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $1.90, 


on account of 9n unreasonable rate applied on 3 shipments of 
iron chains, shipped during the period from March 2 to June 
20, 1911, from Indianapolis, Ind., to Dewey, Okla. 
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23884. Diamond Match Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et al. Orde: 
entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $8.20, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of matches 
shipped Oct. 1, 1910, from» Oshkosh, Wis., to Tyler, Texas. 

25965. Diamond Match Co. vs, M., St. P. & S&S. S&S. M. Ry. Co 
et al. Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $8.06 
on account of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload 
ee from Oshkosh, Wis., to Abilene, Tex., on Oct. 1 
910. 

25863. Emery Candle Co., The, vs. C., H. & D, Ry. Co. et al 
Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $75.45, ac- 
count of unreasonable rate applied on five carloads of stear- 


ine from Ivorydale, Ohic, to Whiting, Ind., during period 
Aug. 12 to Sept. 25, 1912. 

26492. Ennis-Brown Co. vs. West. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $32.62, on account 


of unreasonable rate applied on one carload of onions from 
Sacramento, Cal., to Ogden, Utah. 

27065. Fernwood Lumber Co, vs. Illinois Central R. R. Co 
Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $5, on account 
of drayage incurred due to misrouting of 1 carload pine lum- 
ber from Fernwood, Miss., to Delevan, IIl. 

27885. General Paper & Supply Co. vs. C. & E. R, R. Co. et al 
Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of 41 cents, ac- 
count unreasonable rate applied on one shipment of cotton 
gloves forwarded from Huntington, Ind., to Madison, Wis. 

26160. General Chemical Co. of California vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et 
al. Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $49.97, ac- 


count unreasonable rate applied on three carloads of sul- 
phuric acid from Peyton, Cal., to Oakland, Cal., for points 
in Washington. 

27679. General Paper & Supply Co. vs. C., L & L. Ry. et al. 


Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of 35 cents, ac- 
count unreasonable rate applied on one shipment of cotton 
gloves forwarded from Crawfordville, Ind., to Madison, Wis., 
Nov. 24, 1911. 

25502. Grafton Roller Mill Co. 
Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, 
account of an unreasonable 


vs. Nor. Pac. 
directing refund 
rate applied on one 


Ry. Co. et al. 
of $4.87, on 
earload of 
Big 


flour, shipped March 5, 1912, from Grafton, N. D., to 
Fall, Minn. : 
23507. Hackney Wagon Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co. Order en- 


tered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $4.00, account of mis- 
routing of one carload of wagons forwarded from Wislon, N. 
C., to Alachua, Fla., on Aug. 9, 1911 (drayage). 

22037. Hale, J. M., Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. Order entered 
Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of 42 cents, on account of an 
unreasonable rate applied on one shipment of cotton hosiery, 


forwarded, April 13, 1910, from Fort Wayne, Ind., to Los 
Angeles, Cal. 
28083. Harvard Piano Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. Order 


entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $11, on account of 
an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of pianos, shipped 
Nov. 18, 1911, from Dayton, Ky., to Monroe, La. 

20595. Hen-E-Ta Bone Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 2, 1913, directing refund of $966.92, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on 28 carloads of phosphate 
rock, shipped from Mt. Pleasant, Tenn., to Flemington, W. 
Va., during the period from Feb. 2. 1911, to Sept. 2, 1912. 


26827. Gulf Lumber Co. vs. Lake Charles & Nor. R. R. Co 
et al. Order entered Aug. 7, 1913, directing refund of $634.08 


on account of an unreasonable rate applied on 28 carloads 
of yellow pine lumber from Fullerton, La., to New Orleans, 
La., during the period from March 22, 1912. to April 29, 1912. 
9852. Hohenberg, H., & Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $81.35, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on five carloads of cotton 
forwarded from Wetumpka, Ala., to points in New York. 
24372. Illinois Glass Co. vs. I. T. R. R. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $11.56, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of bottles, 
shipped March 7, 1912, from Alton, Ill, to Eau Claire, Wis. 
25667. Kaul Lumber Co. vs. Cent. of Ga. Ry. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $12.24. on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of lumber, 
shipped Aug. 24, 1911, from Hollins, Ala., to Bluefield, W. Va. 


24156. Kingwood Lumber Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $164.89, ac- 
count unreasonable rate applied on seven carloads of lum- 


ber forwarded from Caddell, W. Va.. to Lambert, Newcomer, 
Gans and Lemont. Pa., Aug. 27 and Nov. 5, 1910. 

24006. Kuntz, Peter, Co. vs. N., C. & St. L. Ry. et al. Order 
entered July 30, 1913, directing refund of $8.97, on account of 
an unreasonable rate applied on two carloads of pine, for- 
warded from Carterville, Ga., to Parker City, Ind., on April 
22, 1911, and April 29, 1911, respectively. 

23261. Laclede-Christy Clay Products Co. vs. Vandalia R. R. 
co. et al. Order entered Aug. 7, 1913, directing refund of 
$31.14, on account of an unreasonable rate applied on three 


carloads of hollow building tile from Cheltenham and S§8t. 
Louis, Mo.. to Franklin, Va., on Oct. 31. 1911. 
21757. Lee Hardware Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. Order 


entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $10.50, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of roofing 
forwarded from Martin’s Fery, O., to Salina, Kan. 


27678. Maxwell's, John, Sons vs. S. A. L. Rv. et al. Order en- 
tered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $208.37, account un- 
reasonable rate applied on two carloads of rough stone for- 
warded from Wise, N. C., to Philadeiphia, Pa., July 7 and 
Aug. 8, 1911. 

25802. Missouri Cattle Feeding Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. Order 
entered Aug. 11. 1913, directing refund of $10.10, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of bulk oats. 
shipped April 11, 1912. from Omaha, Neb., to Leeds, Mo. 

19950. Morrison Coal Co. vs. I. C. R. R. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $17.10, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on two carloads of cement 
from Hannibal, Mo., to McComb, Miss. 

22530. Morton Salt Co. vs. Grand Trunk Ry. Co. of Can. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $24.90, on 
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account of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of 
salt, shipped Aug. 30, 1910, from Port Huron, Mich., to 
Ruther Glen, Va. 

22294. National Fireproofing Co. vs. Cent. R. R. Co. of New 
Jersey, et al. Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund 
of $310.49, account unreasonable rate applied on 30 carloads 
of -hollow brick ferwarded from Perth Amboy, N. J., to Big- 
lerville, Pa., during the period from June 20 to Sept. 12, 1911. 

16388. Nationa] Car Coupler Co. vs. C. & E. I. R. R. Co. Order 
entered July 22, 1913, direeting refund of $270.65, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on 32 carloads of scrap iron 
from Chicago, Ill., to Attica, Ind., from Sept. 10, 1909, to Nov. 
25. 1918. 

23602. Neosho Milling Co. vs, St. L & & F. R. R. Co. Order 
entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $13.73, account of 
unreasonable rate applied on one carlead of flour and bran 
forwarded from Frederic, Kan., to Durant, Okla., April 20, 
1912. 

18600. New York & New Jersey Produce Co. vs. Lehigh Valley 
R. R. Co. et al. Order entered July 22, 1913, directing refund 
of $86, on account of an unreasonable rate applied on 48 car- 
loads of potatoes forwarded from various interstate points to 
New York, N. Y. 

25483. Niagara Paper Mills vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $20.00, account un- 
reasonable rate applied on one carload of carbon black from 
Weston, W. Va., to Lockport, N. Y. 

19285. Nicoll, B., & Co. vs. N. Y.. C. & St. L. R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered July 22, 1913, directing refund of $12.50, on 
account ef an unreasonable rate applied on five carloads of 
coal forwarded from Castle Shannon, Pa., to Cleveland, O. 

23521. Nixon Grocery Co. vs. Southern Ry. Co. Order entered 
Aug 9%. 1913, direct*ne refund of $17 75. on ®ccovnt of an un- 
reasonable rate applied on one carload cottonseed meal from 
Batesburg., S C., to Augusta. Ga., on Sept. 16, 1911. 

24659. Oakes & Co. vs. Oregon Short Tine R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered Julv 25, 1913, directing refund of $90, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of fruit jars, 
shipped June 6, 1911, from Columbus, O.. to Boise, Idaho. 

27816. O’Neill, John, vs. B. & A. R. R. Co. et al. Order en- 
tered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $12, on account of an 
unreasonable rate applied on one carload of agricultural lime 
from Farnams. Mass., to Monticello, N. Y.. Dec. 7, 1912. 

25859. Osborn-Clark Co. vs. M., St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. Co. Order 
entered Aue. 8, 1913, directing refund of $6, on account of an 
unreasonable rate applied on one carload of lime, shipped 
June 1, 1911, from Duluth, Minn., to Ladysmith. Wis. 

25858. Ostrander Lumber Co. vs. Ore. Short Tine R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered Auge 8, 1913, directine refund of $30.34, on 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of 
lime, shipped June 1, 1912, from Lime, Ore.. to Hollister, Idaho. 

25992 Oxley. Edward M., vs. P. R. R. Co. Order entered 
June 2. 1913, directing refund of $271.60. on account of 
transportation charges due complainant for the movement of 
14 carloads of snent oxide. shioved Tune 28 and 29. 1912. from 
New York Lighterage. New York. N. Y.. to Philadelnhia. Pa. 

17695. Ozark Land & Lumber Co.. $46.10: Mo. Lbr. & Min. Co., 
$35.76. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co. et al. Order entered Aug. 
8. 1913. directing refund in the amounts as shown above to 
the respective complainants on account of an unreasonable 
rate apvlied on shipments of vellow-vine lumber forwarded 


from Winona and West Eminence, Mo., to points in South 
Dakota: 

27461. Paeze Woven Wire Ferce Co. vs. P & IT. E. R. R. Co. 
et al. Order entered Aug. 7. 1913. directine refund of $4.51 


on aceount of an unre®sonable rate arvlied on one carload 
of woven wire fencing from Monessen, Pa., to Seymour, Ind., 
on Jan. 12, 4911. 

27581. Pane & Son vs. Southern Pacific Co. Order entered July 
21. 1913. directine refund of $8.83. on account of unreasonable 
rate avvlied on one carlosd of sweet potatoes forwarded from 
Livineston. Cal.. to Portland. Ore.. on Nev. 1, 191°. 

267286. Patent Vulecanite Roofine Co. vs. C. & A. RR. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aue. 9. 1912, directine refund of $15.97. on ac- 
count of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of 
venhalt roofing forwarded from Chicago, Ill., to Sileston, Mo., 
Feb. 19. 1910 


22425. Patterson. R. A.. Tobacco Co. vs. Norf. & West. Ry. 
Co et al. Order entered Ave. 9. 1913. directing refund of 
$1.73. aecount vnreasorahble rate an»lied on fovrr shinments 


of ent pine smoking tobacco forwarded from Richmond. Va.. 
to Red Oak. Ta., and Nebraska City, Neb., November and 


December, 1910, 
Sons Malting Co. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. Co. 


25002. Perots. F., 
Order entered Aug. 8. 1913, directine refund of $22.81. on 


account of an unreasonable rate applied on ore carload of 
harley. shipped May 2, 1912, from Chicago, Ill, to Black 
Rack, N. Y. 

23474. Peterman Manvfacturing Co. vs. Nor. Pac. Rv. Co. et al. 


Order entered Auge. 11, 1913, directine refund of $19. on ac- 
count of 2n vnresasonable rate apnlied on one carlord of 
lumber. shipped Oct. 4, 1911, from Tacoma, Wash., to Sioux 
City, Ta. 

27113. Peveke Bros. Com. Co. vs. M.. K. & T. Rv. Go. et al. 
Order’ entered Julv 92. 191%. direectine refund of £15.95. on ac- 
count of unreasonable rate annlied on one carlead of potatoes 
forwardeq from Excelsior Svrings Junction, Mo., to Musko- 
gee, Ola. on Aug. 19. 1912. 

21874. Phillmott Drv Ceode Co. vs. A.. T. & S. F. Rv. Co. et al. 
Order entered Ave. 8. 19138, directine refund of &4 cents. on 
aceount of an unressonable rate annited on one shinment of 


cotton overalls shipped May 25, 1910, from Detroit, Mich., 
to Richmond, Cal. 
24371. Proctor & Gamble Mfe. Co.. The vs. S& A. T.. Pv. et al. 


Order entered Avg. 9. 1913. directing refurd cf $19.73. ac- 
count vrreasonable rate applied en ore tank ear of cotton- 
seed of] forwarded from Mt. Gilead, N. C., to Port Ivory, S. L., 
N. Y¥. Dee. 19. 1910. 

24479. Pryor. William M., vs. Erie R R. Co. Order entered 
July 25, 1913, directing refund of $26.17, on account of an 
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on 


. 


unreasonable rate applied on one carload of cordwood, shipped 
Oct. 25, 1911, from Maplewood, Pa., Passaic, N. J. 

24067. Pulaeki Gas Light Co. vs. St. L. & & F. R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $1646.41, on 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on three carloads of 
oil forwarded from points in Oklahoma to Little Rock, Ark. 

21036. Quaker Oats Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. Order entered 
Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $10.00, account drayage ex- 
pense incurred due to misrouting of one ecarload of mill feed, 
shipped from Akron, O., to Fulton, N. Y. 

26141. Rahr, William, Sons Co. vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $146.85, ac- 
count unmreasonable rate applied on one carload of wheat 


forwarded from Sheridan, Mont., to Manitowoc, Wis., Dec. 
20, 1911. 
22472. . Rice Lake Lumber Co. vs. C., R. I. & P. Ry. Co. et al. 


Order entered July 22, 1913, directing refund of $18.35, on ac- 
count of an unreasonable rate applied on two carloads of 
lumber forwarded from Rice Lake, Wis., to Albert Lea, Minn. 

22437. Richlands Brick Corporation vs. Norf. & West. Ry. Co. 
et al. Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $123.06, 
account uMreasonable rate applied on one carload of brick 
forwarded from Richlands, Va., to Dalton, Ga., June 23, 1911. 

22003. Robinson, J. W., vs. A., T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of 87 cents, on aecount 
of an unreasonable rate applied on one shipment of cotton 
underwear, forwarded July 22, 1910, from Utica, N. Y., to 
Los Angeles, Cal. 

21654. Rosenthal, Maurice, vs. A., T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $1.20, on 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on two shipments of 
cotton rompers, forwarded March 29 and April 1, 1910, from 
Harrisburg, Pa., to San Francisco, Cal. 

21740. Rumford Lumber Co. vs. Maine Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $56.74, on 
account unreasonable rate applied on 17 carloads of pulp 
wood forwarded from Gorham, N. H., to Rumford, Me., dur- 
ing the month of December, 1910. 

27638. Sanguinetti, E. F., vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. Order en- 
tered Aug. 9, 1913. directing refund of $8.78, account unrea- 
sonable rate applied on four shipments of blankets and glass- 
ware forwarded from Chicago, fll, and Lancaster, O., to 
Yuma, Ariz., July, 1910. 

21075. Saxenmeyer Lumber Co. vs. I. C. R. R. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $13.25, on account cf 
an unreasonable rate applied on two carloads of pine lumver, 
shipped March 11 and May 8, 1911, from Norfield, Miss., and 
Doyle, La., respectively, to Red Bud, Il. 

24151. Schmidt Lithograph Co. vs. Sou, Pac. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $270, on account of 
an unreasonable rate applied on one shipment of lithograph 
a from Pittsburgh, Pa., to San Francisco, Cal., Nov. 28, 

20581. Scott County Milling Co. vs. Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway Co.: Order entered July 7, 1913, directing re- 
fund of $20.26, account unreasonable rate annlied on one car- 
load of chops and meal forwarded from Champton, Mo., to 
Grays. Ark, on June 6, +910. 

25779. Southern Indianz Glass Works vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. 
Co. et al: Order entered April 29, 1913, directing refund 
of $141.34 on account of unreasonable rate on one carload of 
bottles, packed in bulk. forwarded from Okmulgee, Okla., to 
New Orleans. La., on Dee. 1, 1911. 

27870. South Muscatine Lumber Co. vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $250.88, on 
aceount of an unreasonable rate applied on 25 carloads of 
short pieces of board, shipped during the period from April 23, 
to June 10, 1912, from Little Falls, Minn., to Round House, Iar 

23402. Spicer Manufacturing Co. vs. Pa. Co. et al. Order en- 
tered Aug. 7. 1913, directing refund of $20.31, on account of 
an urreasonable rate applied on four carloads of castings 
from New Philadelphia, Ohio, to Weirton, W. Va., during the 
months of Jvly and August, 1910. 

24647. Stacy, E. P., & Sons, vs. C.. B. & QO. R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered Julv 25, 1913. directing refund of $4, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on 409 barrels of erapes, for- 
ag on Oct. 5, 1910, from New York, N. Y., to Minneapolis, 
Minn. 


25411. Standard Oil Co. vs. C. & A. R. R. Co. et al.: Order 
entered June 28, 1913, directing refund of $8.31. on account of 
an unreasonable rate applied on three carloads of petroleum, 
asphalt or asphaltum (solid) forwarded from Wood River, 
Ill, to Owensboro, Ky., on July 15 and August 9, 1911. 


23130. Standard Oil Co. vs. Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & 
St. Louis Rv Co. et al: Order entered July 5, 1913, directing 
refund of $5.63, account unreasonable rate applied on two 
carloads of solid asphaltum forwarded from Wood River, Il, 
to Henderson, Ky., June 23, 1911. 


24919. Standard Oil Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. Order 
entered July 25, 1913, directing refund of $14.17, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of petroleum 
refined oil. shipped March 18, 1912, from Parkersburg, W. Va., 
to Mason, Mich. 


26850. Standard Oil Co. of New York vs. C. R. R. Co. of N. J. 
et al. Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $10.54, 
on account of an unreasonable rate applied on shipments of 
oil from Constable Hook, N. J., to points in New York. 

25274. Standard Oil Co. of New York vs. Cent. R. R. Co. of 
New Jersev et al. Order entered Aug. 9, 1913. directing re- 
fund of $139.94, account unreasonable rate applied on 18 car- 
loads of petroleum road oil forwarded from Constable Hook, 
N. J., to Nepperham, N. Y., from May 10 to Aug. 13, 1912. 

25856. Standard Oil Co. of La. vs. P., C., C. & St L. Ry. Co et 
al. Order entered Aug 9. 1913, directing refund of $13 63. on ac- 
count of an unreasonable rate applied on 93 kegs rivets from 
Pittsburgh. Pa. to Lewis, La., on Dec, 29, 1910. 

22024. Standard Plate Glass Co. vs. St. LL. & S. F. R. R. Co. 
et al. Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $4.03, 
on account of an unreasonable rate applied on 700 pounds 
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of bent plate glass, forwarded . , 1911, from Butler, Pa., 


Order en- 
of $18.00 on account 
of oe ayage charges’ incurred due to erroneous ee. of two 
of gas stoves from 


Sta ndard Lighting Co. Pennsylvania 


authorizing refund 


‘o. vs. Great Northern Ry. 
3, directing refund of $29.28, account 
of unreasonable rate on two carloads boilers and fixtures from 
to Deer Park, Wash., 5 
‘is. Great Northern Ry. 
3, directing refund of $12.28, 
of unreasonable rate applied on one carload machinery 
, to Deer Park, Wash., 


odie Standard Lumber 
Order entered May 2 


Saginaw, Mich., 
Standard Lumber Co. 
Order entered May 2 


unreasonable rate applied on one <¢ of emigrant 


outfit from Hinton, , to Lockesburg, 
24432 Stewart, ; 

entered May directing refund of $7, 
reasonable rate’ aauien on one carload seabed: oyster shells 
Baltimore, Md., 
Order entered J directing refund of $6.03, 
‘ unreasonable rate i 


forwarded from Middlebrook, Mo., 


of rough stock granite, 
Burlington. 
S'tudebaker 
Order entered 
count of an unreasonable rate applied on 
mobiles and parts from i 
ing the period from Sept. 25 
23298 Struby-Eastabrook Mercantile 
& Southern Ry. 
authorizing refund of $98.00, 
applied on one c?%rload of rice from Vidalia, 


Corporation vs. t N. é . 
i refund of $2.10, 
3 shipments of auto- 


Order entered July 
unreasonable rate 
to Denver, 


Ate hison, Topeka & S 
’ 1 directing refund of 
, account unreasonable rate applied on two carloads of 
dried salted meats from Kansas City, } 


Sulzberger & Sons Co. 


, to Oklahoma City, 


Lynes & Co. 


Order en- 
account un- 
transportation 
forwarded from 
the period 


, directing refund of $1,112.04, 
collected for 
of four carloads 


tered Ma Vv 
reasonable 


frigeration of strawberries 


Order entered 
account of an un- 
shipped May 


24800 Swift , ’ } c 
3, directing refund of $239.56, 
reasonable rate applied on one carload of eggs, 


Products Co. 
entered June 


24080 Teasdale Fruit - 
Express Co. directMg refund of 
5, on account of an unreasonable rate applied on 105 boxes 


;s, shipped during the period from 


21730 Texas & Gulf Ry. t ‘ 
Order entered May refund of $403.84, 
unreasonable rate on 9 carloads cypress cross 


Plattenville, during July 


directing refund of $31.30, 
i on one carload 
to Amarillo, 


Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, 


count of an vunreasonable 


Pere Marquette R. 
.. directing refund of $53.36, < 
of unreasonable rate applied on two carloads of fresh peaches 
forwarded from Ludington, Mi i 
Tremont Lumber Co. 
Order entered 


25216 Thomas Produce Co. vs. 
Order entered May 3 


.. to Wausau, ¥ 
& Gulf Ry. 
directing refund of $60.85, 
count of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of bi- 
ef soda from Wyandotte, i 


vs. Tremont 


Tulsa Fuel & Manufacturing Co 
Santa Fe Railway Co. et ¢ 
recting refund 


Atchison, Topeka & 
: Order entered . v : i 
unreasonable rate applied 
on one carload of spelter forwarded from Collinsville, Okla., 
Kendallville, 

Tulso Fuel & Mfg. Co. ie “Be ‘i 
Order entered July 2 3, directing refund of $60.10 on ac- 
count of unreasonable rate applied on one carload of spelter 
forwarded on Sept. 2 , from Collinsville, Okla., 
enville, Ohio. 


25450 Tulsa Fuel & 
& Santa Fe Rv 


. Atchison, Topeka 
Order entered July 1, 1913, author- 
izing refund of $55.03, account unreasonable rate applied on a 
ecaArload of spelter from 


Manufacturing Co. 


Collinsville, to Atlanta, 
Lumber Co. : / _ 
3, directing refund of $14.37 on ac- 
count of unreasonable rate applied on one carload of lumber 
to New York, N. 


23696. Turner, J. ; 
Order entered July 2 
from Waycross, reconsigned to 

Homestead, N. J., 


count unreasonable rate applied on one carload of buckwheat 
forwarded from , O., to Chicago, Il. 
United States Leather Co.. 
. j Order entered Aug. 
of $57.56, account unreasonable rate applied on four 


carloads of bark forwarded from 


Leather Co. 
8, directing 


R. R. Co. et al. 
1913, directing refund of $98.80, on 


U nion Sand & Material Co. vs. 
Order entered Aug. 8, 


account of an unreasonable rate applied on three carload 
of cement forwarded from St. Louis Mo., to Arthur, II! 
during the period from April 2, 1909, to June 11, 1909. 

16896. Union Tanning Co. vs. Southern Ry. Co. Order enter: 
Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $3.61, on account of an ur 
reasonable rate applied on one shipment of tanners oil fro: 
Old Fort, N. C., to Johnson City, Tenn. 

26414. Union Tanning Co vs B. & O. R, R. Co. et al. Ord: 
entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $141.33, on accou: 
of an unreasonable rate applied on 3 carloads of epsom salt 
shipped during the period from Feb. 24, to April 13, 1912, fro: 
Baltimore, Md., to Marlinton, W. Va. 

24341. United Comstock Pumping Assn. vs. Sou Pac. Co. et a 
Order entered July 22, 1913, directing refund of $177.70, o 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on 56 L. C. L. shir 
ments. of various commodities from San Francisco, Oaklan 
Paraffine, Sacramento and Stockton, Cal., and Trenton, N. J 
to Virginia City, Nev., during the period from Sept. 10, 191( 
to Feb. 11, 1911. 

16803. United States Gypsum Co. vs. Louisville & Nashvill 
Railroad Co.: Order entered June 25, 1913, authorizing refun 
of $24 on account of unreasonable rate applied on two car 
loads of wall plaster forwarded July 15 and Sept. 27, 1909 
from Culver, O.. to Hopkinsville, Ky. 

19432. Universal Portland Cement Co. vs. E., J. & E. Ry. Co 
et al. Order entered Aug. 11. 1913, directing refund of $18.62 
on account of an unreasonable rate applied on 3 carloads of 
cement, shipped during the months of September, October 
and November, 1910, from Buffington, Ind., to South Hol 
land, Tll 

24205. U.S. Bottlers’ Supply Co. vs. C.. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al 
Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $26.20, o1 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on 3 carloads of 
bottles. shipped March 30, 1912, from Fairmount, Ind., to St 
Paul, Minn. 

24968. Utah Products Co. vs. Den. & Rio G. R. R. Co. et al 
Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $85, on ac- 
count of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of 
canned tomatoes, shipped Sept. 28, 1911, from Murray, Utah 
to Albuquerque, N. M. 

29059. Valley Oil Co. vs. Mutual Transit Co. et al. Order en- 
tered Aug 9, 1913, directing refund of $2.32, on account of 
an unreasonable rate applied on one shipment of lubricating 
oil from Cleveland, O., to Roseburg, Ore.. June 19, 1912. 

22915 Valore Hardware Co. vs. Union Pacific R. R. Co. Order 
entered June 2, 1913. directing refund of $3.66, on account of 
an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of agricultural 
implements, shipped Feb. 10, 1910, from Moline, Ill, to Chey 
enne Wells, Colo. 

23510. Veneer Products Co. vs. C., C., C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al 
Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $41.26, on 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of 
silicate of soda, shipped April 29, 1911, from Anderson, Ind., t 
Greenville Junction, Me. 

22652. Vestal, H. C.. vs. Seaboard Air Line Ry. et al. Order 
entered July 22, 1913, directing refund of $25.50, on account of 
an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of roofing slat: 
from Arvonia, Va., to Marion, S. C., on June 22, 1910. 

24226. Wadhams & Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. Order entered Jul 
25, 1913, directine refund of $38.80. on account of an unrea 
sonable rate applied on two carloads of canned goods, shippe: 
Jan. 9, 1912, from Mountain View, Cal., to Oakland, Wharf 
Cal., destined Portland, Ore. 

24038. Washburne Wire Co. vs. N. Y.. N. H. & H. R. R. Co 
et al. Order entered July 25, 1913, directing refund of $44.04 
on account of an unreasonable rate applied on three iro: 
scales shipped during the period from April 25 to May 10, 1911 
from Phillipsdale. R. I., to Odenwelder, Pa. 

25920. Washburn-Crosby Co. vs. Pennsylvania R. R. Co. et al 
Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $220, on ac 
count of an unreasonable rate applied on shipments of bra: 
forwarded from Buffalo, N. Y., to Philadelphia, Pa. 

22567. Waterloo Fruit & Commission Co. vs. C., R. IL. & P. Rv 
Co. Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $49.76 
on account unreasonable rate applied on four carloads o! 
apples forwarded from Wallace, Mo., during the months o! 
Sentember and October, 1910, to Waterloo, Ia. 

25423. H. H. Watson vs. Colorado & Southern Ry. Co. et al 
Order entered June 25, 1913, authorizing refund of $21.60, o1 
account of unreasonable rate exacted on one carload of baled 
hay from Gibson's Spur, Wyoming, to Houston, Texas, Apr 
10, 1912. 

25277. Wells, D. E.. vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. Co. et al.: Order en 
tered June 28. 1913, directing refund of $21.52. on account 0 
an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of baled ha 
forwarded from Billings, Mont., to Hoopeston, Ill., on Felt 
27. 1912. 

17078 Weyle-Zuckerman & Co, vs. A.. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al 
Order entered May 31, 1913, directing refund of $267.28, a: 
count of unreasonable rate applied on three carloads of pota 
toes from Idaho Falls, Ida., to Corona, Cal., and Redland 
Cal, during the period Jan. 4 to 25, 1911. 

25335. Western Brick & Supply Co. vs. Union Pacific R. R. C 
et al. Order entered July 21, 1913, directing refund. of $17 
on account of unreasonable rate applied on two carloads « 
paving brick forwarded on Aug. 4 and Aug. 7, 1910, fro: 
Sargents Bluff, Ia., to Rockville, Neb. 

21799. Western Cooperage Co. vs. Ore.-Wash. R. R.' & Nav. C: 
Order entered July 22, 1913, directing refund of $19.43. on ax 
count of unreasonable rate applied on one carload of stavé 
forwarded from Aberdeen, Wash., to Nelson’s Siding, Ore. 

26429. Western Paving Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co. et a! 
Order entered July 25, 1913, directing refund of $1,005.16, o 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on 36 shipments « 
sand, forwarded during the period from April 24 to May 2 
1912, from Arthur City. Tex., to Hugo, Okla. 

24248. Western Tie & Timber Co. vs. St. L., I. M. & S. Rs 
Co. et al Order entered Aug 8, 1913, Girecting refund o 
$4.26. on account of unreasonable rate applied on one carloa: 
of oak ties from Bunker, Mo., to Nelson, Ill., on Feb. 8, 1911 
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24364. Westport Stone Co. vs. C., C., C. & St. L. Ry. Co. Or- 
der entered Aug. 7, 1913, directing refund of $136.00, on ac- 
count “of an unreasonable rate applied on 136 carloads of 
stone from Westport, Ind., to various points in the states of 
Ohio, Kentucky, Michigan and Indiana, during the period 
from March 1, 1911, to Sept. 13, 1911. 

26886. Wheaton, T. C., Co. vs. Pennsylvania R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $8.46, on 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of 
bulk lime, shipped April 27, 1910, from Tiffin, O., to Mill- 
ville, N. J. 

17230. Western Tie & Timber Co. vs. St. L., I. M. & S. Ry. Co. 
et al. Order entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $119.09, 
on account of an unreasonable rate applied on 22 carloads 
of ties, shipped from various points in the state of Missouri 
to Proviso, Nelson and Chicago, Ill., during the period from 
Jan, 9 to Feb. 8, 1911. 

21858 Wickwire Bros. vs. D., L. & W. R. R. Co. et al.: Order 
entered May 31, 1913, directing refund of $100.17, account of 
unreasonable rate applied on three carloads unfinished wire 
rods — Cortland, N, Y., to Port Chester, N. Y., July 8 and 
10, 1911. 

26819. Whiting, D., & Sons, vs. Boston & Maine R. R. et al. 
Order entered July 25, 1913, directing refund of $840.80, on ac- 
count of an unreasonable rate applied on 14 shipments of milk 
from Newport, Me., to Boston, Mass., during the period from 
Dec. 18 to 31, 1911. 

22367. Winant Cooperage Co. vs. Morgan’s La. & Tex. R. R. & 
S. S. Co. et al. Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund 
of $293.60, account unreasonable rate applied on five carloads 
of oak staves forwarded from Alexandria, La., to New York, 
N. Y., July 14, 1911. 

805 Wisconsin Granite Co. vs. Minn., St. P. & Sault Site. Marie 
ty. Co. et al.: Order entered May 31, 1913, directing refund 
of $54,91, account of unreasonable rate applied on one carload 
crushed granite from Waupaca, Wis., to Canton, O., July 31, 
1907. 

25578 Wistar Underhill & Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. et al. Order 
entered June 2, 1913, directing refund of $29.28, on account of 
an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of lumber, 
shipped April 27, 1911, from Fredericksburg, Va., to Quarry- 
ville, Pa. 

24876. Winstead, W. H., vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co. Order entered 
Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $52.63, on account of an 
unreasonable rate applied on 7 L. C. L. shipments of leaf to- 
bacco, forwarded from Olanta, S. C., to Goldsboro, N. C., 
during the period from Aug. 21 to Sept. 8, 1911. 

25895. Wood Curtis Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. Order entered 
Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of $49.00, on account of an 
unreasonable rate applied on one carload of potatoes, shipped 
from Klamath Falls, Ore., to Sacramento, Cal., on April 4, 
1912, 

23447. Wood, R. E., Lumber Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. Or- 
der entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $3.71, account 
of unreasonable rate applied on one carload of lumber for- 
warded from Fontana, N. C., to Biltmore, N. C., on Sept. 3, 
1910. 

23378. Worth-Huskey Coal Co. vs. Vandalia R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered July 21, 1913, directing refund of $13.52 on ac- 
count of unreasonable rate applied on five carloads of coal 
from South Linton, Ind., to Chicago, IL, from July 30, 1910, 
to Aug. 7, 1910. 

22784. Worth-Huskey Coal Co. et al. vs. Vandalia R. R. Co. et 
al. Order entered July 22, 1913, directing refund waiver of 
collection of undercharge in the sum of $55.22, on 17 carloads 
of coal from points in Indiana to Chicago, Ill., during period 
July 25, 1910, to Aug. 3, 1910. 

27250. Wyckoff, A., & Sons Co. vs. Penn. Ry. Co. et al. Order 
entered July 22, 1913, authorizing refund on account of an 
unreasonable rate applied on 3,600 pounds of wood water pipe 
forwarded from Elmira, N, Y., to Harpersville, O., on Sept. 
14, 1910. 

23890. Wyman, C. C., Co. vs. C., St. P., M. & O. Ry. Co. Order 
entered Aug. 11, 1913, directing refund of 330.07, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on two carloads of bulk flas 
ind wheat, shipped Aug, 3 and July 14, 1910, from Columbia. 
S. D., and Seneca, S. D., respectively, to Minneapolis Minn. 


RAILWAY INCOME UNDER 1910 


Declaring that action as to freight rate advances 
“should be based upon the known past, not upon the 
half revealed present,” the Railway Business Association 
in a Bulletin entitled “Railway Income Still Under 1910,” 
presents figures to show that in the years since 1910 for 
which statistics are complete—1911 and 1912—net corpo- 
rate income was 20 per cent and 15 per cent respectively 
under 1910. For 11 months of 1913 preliminary returns 
covering revenue, expenses and taxes are analyzed and 
by estimating fixed charges and other non-operating de- 
ductions it is shown that there is no reason to count 
upon net corporate income even in 1913 as large as it 
was in 1910 available for improvements and dividends. 
Fixed charges holding to past averages, income for 11 
months in 1913 would be $11,689,312 under the same 
period three years earlier, “and this with a plant in 1913 
estimated to have 33,901 more miles of track than the 
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plant of 1910, 293,331,501 more pounds of locomotive trac- 
tive power and 14,175,970 more tons of freight car capac- 
ity, and to have carried 7,900 million more tons of freight 
one mile.” 

Realizing that steam railroads in 1912 had the small- 
est listings of new securities in 10 years and non-railroad 
corporations the largest, it is remarked that “the prac- 
tical condition of declining credit is not disputed.” 

Attituce of Business Bodies 

Resolutions have been adopted by prominent busi- 
ness organizations in St. Louis, Cincinnati, Pittsburgh, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore and other large cities favoring 
or deciding not to oppose higher freight rates whereunder 
the eastern roads may provide better service. President 
Geo. A. Post says: 

“Commercial organizations, local, State and National, 
can promote national prosperity by making known, as 
some leading bodies already have done, their conviction 
of the need for more railway facilities and their willing- 
ness to pay what is legitimately necessary to get them.” 

E. C. Simmons of St. Louis is quoted as saying: 

“Thousands of shippers have come to realize that 
their business is prosperous only when the railroads are 
prosperous and any slight increase in freight rates which 
they might have to pay would soon be lost sight of in 
the enormous increase in the profits of their business 
which this general prosperity would bring about.” 

Railway Breakdown a Calamity 

The Bulletin adds: 

“Hardly any national calamity could be more exasper- 
ating than industrial prostration descending in the midst 
of busy times, with order books full and mills running to 
capacity—prostration brought about by congestion of ter- 
minals, throwing into idleness, with their employes, fac- 
tories which could neither obtain raw material nor deliver 
finished product, while foodstuffs lay rotting in cars and 
elevators, 

“The public had better be safe than sorry—assured of 
good service rather than in danger of a transportation 
breakdown.” 

Speeding Up the Freight Car 

A second article, “Making Equipment Carry All It 
Can,” tells “what the shippers and the railroads are doing 
to minimize the necessity for more facilities,’ but “they 
cannot do enough.” 

With a net car surplus on Aug. 1, 1913, of 58,455 and 
a decrease from that date to autumn low supply equal to 
the annual average decrease from Aug. 1, 1908-12, or 150,- 
400, the autumn net shortage in 1913 would be 91,945, as 
compared with 87,000, the previous record, that of 1907. 
The shortage thus indicated would be aggravated by a 
severe winter possibly into a great national congestion. 

As forecasting a good sized fall tonnage cereal crops 
are estimated at about the 10 year average, with cotton 
39.1 per cent above; while iron production for the first 
six months of 1913 was 1% million tons above previous 
high record, expenditure for construction of new buildings 
outside New York City in excess of previous record, ex- 
ports 6 per cent over 1912 and for seven months of 1913 
bank clearings outside New York City 3.9 per cent greater 
than for the same period in 1912. In this situation Chair- 
man Clark of the Interstate Commerce Commission and 
President Kruttschnitt of the American Railway Associa- 
tion in letters, as well as the National Industrial Traffic 
League in a resolution, “unite in calling upon all con- 
cerned to do their utmost with a transportation plant in- 

adequate for peak of load.” 
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Increasing Efficiency on the Short Haul 


New devices and methods that have made good by increasing efficiency in freight handling anc 
other branches of traffic work. Contributions are welcomed. THE TRAFFIC 
WORLD will be pleased to answer inquiries concerning any 
device or method mentioned in this department. 


THE MOTOR : TRUCK FOR SMALL FIRMS from the sole standpoint of effecting a sale of one « 


more trucks, andlack confidence in their own judgmen 
Men who are trained in traffic matters ought to be They ought to be willing to pay for the advice of e) 
able to develop a profitable use for some of their spare  perienced men. 





time in investigating the motor truck problems of the There is a very interesting article in the Philadelphi 
small business which is not sufficiently strong to employ North American for August 10, written by George M 
a man who understands freight transportation. The man Graham, for the purpose of showing tnat few successfu 
who is familiar with the principles of correct packing, firms are so small that they cannot use one truck wit! 
loading and routing of goods and has done some work profit. It tells of actual instances where trucks hav: 


on delivery schedules, and is also acquainted with con- produced new business. The reasons are summarized 
ditions at rail and steamboat terminals, can supply prac- in the statement that the truck “has ability to go the 
tical and unbiased advice to such concerns The man- distance, to make deliveries on a guaranteed time sched 
agers of these businesses in many cases hesitate a long ule, to advertise the name of its firm, to make a doo 
time before they adopt an improvement actually needed to-door delivery, and to perform an all-year service.” 

because they realize that salesmen’s data are presented In the same article several instances are given wher: 
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Eleven Cars of Grain Per Hour and 450,000 Bushels Capacity Made Possible by Modern Machinery—Lehigh Valley Elevat 
at Jersey City, National Docks. 





White Trucks are In the Majority In the 


Service of the Great Oil Companies 
f ge great oil companies of the country have always been firm 


believers in motor truck transportation, and were one of the 


first great lines of business to use motor trucks extensively. Naturally, 
these companies have experimented with practically every type of truck, 
and it is significant that by far the greatest part of their equipment con- 
sists of White Trucks. The Standard Oil Company alone operates seventy- 
one White Trucks. 


131 WHITE TRUCKS ARE OPERATED BY 18 OIL COMPANIES, 
SUCH AS 

Atlantic Refining Co., Franklin, Pa. Monte Cristo Oil Co., Oil Center, Cal. 

Bartles Oil Co., St. Paul Magnolia Petroleum Co., Fort Worth, Tex. 

Continental Oil Co., Denver National Oil & Co., Bakersfield, Cal. 

Ensign Oil Co., Norristown, Pa. National Refining Co., Cleveland 

Consumers’ Oil Co., Somerville, Mass. Petroleum Products Co., Pittsburgh 

Factory Oil Co., Akron, Ohio Standard Oil Company, New York City 

Gulf Refining Co., Pittsb Uncle Sam Oil Co., Kansas City 

Imperial Oil Co. Ltd., Hali N.S. Waters-Pierce Oil Co., St. Louis 

West India Oil Co., Buenos Aires, Argentina 

WHEN PRACTICALLY ALL OF THE GREAT OIL COMPANIES UNITE IN USING THE SAME 
TRUCK, THERE CAN BE BUT ONE CONCLUSION—THEY HAVE FOUND THE BEST TRUCK 


3500 White Trucks in service today 


THE WHITE ia COMPANY 


CLEVELAND 
Manufacturers of Gasoline Motor Cars, Trucks and Taxicabs 
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city firms went after out-of-town trade that they could 
not have obtained without the truck, which gave a defi- 
nite schedule door-to-door delivery. 


FREEPORT, TEX., TERMINAL 


Two new terminal improvements on the Brazos River 
have been worked out by T. C. Banks, superintendent 
of the Houston & Brazos Valley Railway, and are now 
awaiting the approval of President C. E. Schaff. They 
comprise the building of two piers, one on the east bank 
and one on the west bank of the river, to be used in 
connection with the road’s new boat “Freeport’’;for pas- 
senger service. The pier on the east bank will connect 
by means of a runway with the platform at Freeport 
Junction, which is directly across the river from the 
business center of Freeport. Both piers will be equipped 
with facilities for the handling of baggage. These im- 
provements, it is expected, will save considerable time 
in the handling of passenger traffic between the city 
proper and Freeport Junction. Several cars of ties and 
rails have been received by the H. & B. V. recently. 
The several section gangs working on the line between 
Freeport and Angleton have been increased with new 
workmen, and work on improving the roadbed is being 
rapidly pushed. All of the new bridge piling to be placed 
under the bridges of the road has arrived, and has been 
distributed among the bridges. Work on rebuilding these 
bridges will start on the arrival of a pile driver, which 
is expected here in a few days. 

The Seaboard & Gulf Steamship Co.’s new freighter, 
the “Kennebec,” sailed from New York on her maiden 
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voyage to Texas and Freeport on August 18 and was 
expected to arrive at her pier on the Freeport ship 
channel August 27, bringing in a large cargo of genera! 
merchandise consigned to merchants in inland Texas 
cities. The H. & B. V. has already perfected its plans 
to handle this cargo, so as to make a record distribution 
of the boat’s freight on her first trip. 

Ed..Hughes of Abilene, president of the Seaboard & 
Gulf, and E. G. Warfield, vice-president and general man 
ager of the line, of New York, planned to be present on 
the arrival of the boat. 


LEHIGH VALLEY STORAGE ELEVATOR 





The Lehigh Valley Railroad has just opened for busi 
ness a new 450,000-bushel grain storage elevator at the 
National Docks, Jersey City, N. J. Both storage and 
operating houses have been constructed entirely of stec! 
and concrete. All the buildings rest on piling and con 
crete, with a concrete bulKhead facing the dock. There 
is not a stick of wood in the whole plant, and every 
possible device has been used to make the buildings 
safe and fireproof. 

All the latest machinery and devices calculated to give 
the best and quickest service have been installed in the 
new building. In the storage-house there are thirty 
three 10,000-bushel tanks and twenty intermediate tanks 
of 4,000-bushel capacity each. The operating house can 
take care of 36,000 bushels of grain. 

With the modern elevating machinery installed, oper- 
ated by individual electric drives, the plant can handle 
eleven cars of grain per hour. Power shovels unload 
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This View Gives an Idea of the Capacity and Service of the Lehigh Valley’s Splendid New Elevator, 
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When this Card is Handed to You 


give our representative a little of your time. He 
can give you much valuable information regard- 
ing packing of fibre cases. 

























If our representative does not call in a few 
days, write us direct. 


HUMMEL & DOWNING COMPANY 


¥ MILWAUKEE, WIS. 








ONLY ONE 
Efficient Way! 


The Tapley Platform 
System with the 


Tapley Improved 
Elevating Truck 





Platform on Truck 
3 Pieces 





(416 inches from floor. Proven by 
efficiency tests to be the minimum height 
from floor for handling.) 


60% Truck Equip- 
Saves suene: 40 to 50% 
of Handling. 

Breakage’ 
Reduces Waste and 


Storage Space. 





CATALOG ON REQUEST 


TAPLEY SPECIALTY C0. 


| 531 West 37th Street, New York 
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cars from two tracks into unloading pits, the grain is 
conveyed by belts throughout the house, and ample 
spouts permit the loading of grain, direct or from stor- 
age, to cars or boats. Automatie scales at convenient 
points and electric car and boat hauls are among the 
special equipment. 

There is a complete system of machinery for the 
cleaning, clipping and bagging of grain, with a capacity 
to handle 1,400 bushels an hour. A Morris grain dryer 
and cooler, in two units, with a capacity of 1,000 bushels 
per hour, has been installed. 

The first car of oats put through the drying and 
cooling machine showed a remarkably small shrinkage— 
considerably less than the figure placed by the manufac- 
turers as the average shrinkage of grain under treat- 
ment. 

The present transfer elevator of the Lehigh Valley 
at Jersey City is connected with the new storage ele- 
vator by means of reversible transfer conveyors, adding 
materially to the elevating capacity of the new building. 

The channel to the south of the new structure, open- 
ing directly into New York Bay, has been dredged to a 
depth of twenty-three feet. Ocean-going steamers may 
be brought alongside the building for loading, and there 
is every facility for the handling of barges. A large 
number of additional railroad tracks have been provided. 

In connection with the new elevator, the Lehigh Val- 
ley has forty grain boats, with a capacity of approxi- 
mately 650,000 bushels, which insures prompt and effi- 
cient handling and delivery of grain in New York Har- 
bor. The new elevator already has attracted considerable 
attention, and it has been declared it marks a new era 
in construction of that sort around New York. 


ACTUAL SERVICE OF MOTOR TRUCKS 





(Continued from page 507) 


The answers to the inquiries of THe TrRArric WorLpD 
relating to delays in handling motor trucks, changes in 
plant which might possibly be necessitated as a move for 
getting the most advantageous service out of the trucks, 
records of service, cost of repairs, etc., are not as eom- 
plete as the answers to questions in other particulars. 

No. 1 answers affirmatively the question as to 
whether the problem of reducing delays has been studied, 
but other questions are not answered. No changes have 
been made in the relation of the interior plant to load- 
ing platform, but cranes have been introduced for unicad- 
ing. Complete records are kept and costs of operation 
are known with considerable accuracy. It is estimated 
that repairs in second and succeeding years are about 
double the cost of repairs for the first year. The nianu- 
facturer of the trucks used does not maintain a service 
and inspection department. 

No. 2 finds more delay at railway or steamship <er- 
minals than at his own shipping doors; has studied the 
problem of reducing delay; finds present methods of 
operating freight terminals unsatisfactory. As to changes, 
it is said that this problem varies with each individual 
pier in New York City, and is influenced by the lack of 
any storage room. This constitutes the main difficulty. 
Some minor changes have been introduced in the plant 
since the introduction of motor trucks, and it is con- 
sidered that one of the greatest economies in use can 
be effected by further changes. Form records are kept 


but no recorder of speeds, stops, etc, is used, The costs 
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of operation are known exactly except that a prope: 
basis is desired for figuring depreciation. Very few re 
pairs are needed until after the first year, then they in 
crease rapidly. The manufacturer of the trucks used main 
tains a service and inspection department, the inspection 
only being free and denominated of very little value 
The service is expensive but necessary. 

No. 3 has no trouble from delays not under his own 
eontrol, since all shipments are made to and from private 
siding. No changes have been made in the plant on 
account of motor -trucks, but it is considered that many 
economies may be effected by certain changes. Rather 
complete records are kept. The cost of repairs in sec- 
ond and succeeding years is practically double that of 
the first year. The manufacturer of the trucks in use 
maintains a service and inspection department, and it is 
considered that this free service is of value to the busi- 
ness, ' 

No. 4 finds present methods of operating freight 
terminals fairly good, but there is more delay at rail- 
way or steamship terminals than at his own shipping 
doors. The problem of reducing delays has been studied. 
No changes have been made in the plant. Complete 
records are kept. No data are given in regard to repairs 
since the trucks have only been used one year. The 
manufacturer maintains a service and inspection depart- 
ment, which is considered of value. 


No. 5 finds delays at railways and steamship ter- 
minals. Causes have been studied, and he questions 
whether they cannot be improved. Changes recommended 
are the loading of freight from platforms after delivery, 
thus avoiding delays on account of platforms being 
blocked. No changes have been made in the plant on 
account of motor trucks, and it is not thought that any 
can be effected. Complete records are kept. No data 
are given in regard to repairs, as the trucks have been 
in use only six months. The manufacturer maintains 
a service and inspection department, which is of value. 
On one of the kind of trucks used the service is free 
and on the other the charge is made. 


No. 6 experiences some trouble at railway terminals. 
Causes have been studied, and thinks that the present 
method of operating freight terminals is not satisfactory. 
It is recommended that more doors be opened and that 
more receiving clerks be provided, or arrangements 
made so that :certain doors could be used for motor 
trucks. It is said that there is no co-operation on the 
part of the railroad companies at the present time. Some 
changes have been made in the internal arrangements 
of the plant, and it is considered that more can be made 
to advantage. Records are kept, but as to speed, noth 
ing is used except the speedometer. No increase in 
repairs is found for the second year over the first. The 
manufacturer maintains a service department, and this 
is considered of value to the business. 


No. 7 does not find the present method of operating 
freight terminals entirely satisfactory, but believes that 
it is the best that can be expected for a time. The 
changes recommended are larger freight houses and 
more team track room. Certain changes in the relation 
of the plant to loading platform would have been made 
but no more room is available. No records are kept 
exeept of cost of service. Repairs in second and suc- 
ceeding years are much heavier than in the first. The 
manufacturer maintains a service department, The trucks 
are made by themselves, 
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AS AGAINST DAYS. 





The Appco Shipsafe 
Improves appearances. 
Insures sightly packages. 
Reduces carrying charges. 
Conserves time and space. 


Doubles the capacity of a 
wood box Shipping Dept. 


SHOWS on the credit side of 
your ledger. 


Every Box Identical 


In Size 
In Style 
In Scoring 


Capacity 80,000 Shipping 
Cases per day. Every box 
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latest improved 
Th machinery under 
personal super- 
vision of the Pioneer Cor- 
rugated and Fiber Experts 
means Efficient Service and 


Quality Goods. 
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PIONEER CORRUGATED FIBER BOX MAKERS 


AMERICAN PAPER PRODUCTS COMPANY 


CHICAGO. 


Wabash Tracks and Bremen Avenue, Saint Louis, Mo. 
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methods of operating freight 
terminals unsatisfactory. Changes recommended are 
more help, more doors, modern trucks, also a require- 
ment that railway men help get goods from the trucks 
and not require the truck driver alone to handle goods 
from front end of truck to rear. Also it is desired that 
shippers get loads at freight stations earlier in the fore- 
noon and distribute loads during the day. This com- 
pany sees no means of effecting greater economy by 
changes in relation of plant to loading platforms. Com- 
plete cost records are kept. Repairs cost less in second 
and third yéar, and then more. The manufacturer main- 
tains a service department, but this free service is not 
considered of any value to the business. 

No. 9 has no objection to present methods of oper- 
ating freight terminals. Records are kept, no reply is 
given as to cost of repairs. The manufacturer maintains 
a service department. 

No. 10 does a little trucking to freight terminals: 
Records of service are not kept, and only approximate 
costs are known. The trucks having been in 
little over one year, no figures are available as to cost 
of repairs. The manufacturer maintains a service de- 
partment, which is considered of value to the business. 

No. 11 finds present method of operating freight 
terminals satisfactory; has made no changes in the re- 
lation of the interior of the plant to loading platforms, 
and considers present arrangements very satisfactory 
From records are kept, automatic recorders are used, and 
actual costs are known. Repairs in succeeding years, 
as compared with the first year, are about 10 to 25 per 
cent higher. The service and inspection department 
maintained by the manufacturer is considered of value. 

No. 12 finds present freight terminal operation fair. 
No changes have been made in the plant, but it is con- 
sidered that some great economies could be made by 
such changes. No automatic recorder is used, but costs 
are known. The service is just beginning on its second 
year and figures for repairs are not available. The serv- 
ice of the manufacturer is of value. 

No. 13 is troubled by a too congested condition 
downtown. It is recommended that a quicker service 
be maintained by means of transfer roads, such as the 
Chicago Junction Railway, a union freight station, from 
which loaded cars could go out direct to points of desti- 
nation, and not downtown to be transferred again. Sev- 
eral changes have been made in the plant to accom 
modate the use of motor trucks. No records of service 
are kept and no figures are available as to repairs. 

No. 14 finds the present methods of operating freight 
terminals unsatisfactory, and thinks that there should 
be more space to receive and deliver goods and an in- 
creased force tohandle them. Loading platforms at the fac- 
tory are so situated that no change was necessary. Rcc 
ords are kept, speedometer is used. The motor trucks 
have been in service only since Nov. 1, 1912, and repair 
figures are not available. The manufacturer maintains 
a so-called service department, and the writer says that 
a real service department would be valuable. 

No. 15 finds 50 per cent more delay at railway ter- 
minals than at his own shipping doors. The problem 
has been studied at the shipper’s end of the business, 
and the present methods of operating the terminals aie 
found unsatisfactory. More facilities are needed, so that 
trains could unload or load without so much delay. No 
changes have been made in the plant, as platforms are 
of uniform height, so that material on the platform is 


No. 8 finds present 


use a 
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even with the platform of the truck. The speedomet« 
only is used as a recorder, and figures are maintaine 
as to cost. The subsequent cost of repairs is 25 px 
cent greater than during the first year. The manufa 
turer does not maintain a service and inspection depar 
ment, but the writer thinks that it would be of value. 

No. 16 has no serious delays at railway terminals 
and present methods of operation are satisfactory, excep! 
at one station, where freight for various local point 
must be unloaded at different parts of the station 
Change recommended is a rearrangement of the station 
so that outbound freight may all be taken in at any on: 
of several doors. As to repairs, there were none r¢ 
quired the first year; the second year just now ending 
called for considerable repairs. The manufacturer main 
tains a service department, and it is considered of value 

No. 17 has no complaint as to the operation of 
freight terminals and no changes are recommended. No 
changes have been made at the plant. No records are 
maintained, but costs are known. Repairs in subse 
quent years are greater than in the first. 

No. 18 has some objection to present methods of 
operating freight terminals, and recommends prompt 
handling of goods at such places. Complete records are 
kept and repairs are about the same in second and suc- 
ceeding years. The manufacturer maintains a service 
department, which is of value. 

No, 19 finds more delays at terminals than at his 
own shipping doors; has studied the problem of reduc- 
ing delays, and finds present methods of operating freight 
terminals unsatisfactory. In reply to the question, “What 
changes would you recommend?” answers, “This is 
Boston.” Changes would be made in relation of the 
plant to the loading platform, if it were possible. Rec- 
ords are kept, and cost of operation is known. The 
period of operation is still in its first year, and compara 
tive cost of repairs is not known. The manufacturer 
maintains an inspection department, but not a service 
department. Free service is not good business and can 
not be maintained permanently, 


B. & O. PLANS BIGGEST TERMINAL 


The Baltimore & Ohio Railroad will make a large 
addition to its facilities at Baltimore for handling export 
and import shipments at its Locust Point terminals by 
providing approximately 56,000 square feet of additional! 
pier space. The specifications which have been sent to 
contractors call for the enlargement of the present open 
Pier 5, which will be extended to a total length of 800 
feet, by 69 feet in width, and the boat slip on the east 
side lengthened, thus accommodating two vessels on each 
side of the structure. It is expected that the contract 
will be let within a few days and the work started with 
out delay. 

After its enlargement Pier 5 will be one of the most 
gigantic open piers on the Atlantic seaboard. The plan: 
call for widening the pier 4% feet on the west side 
razing the annex to the present brick warehouse on th¢ 
east side of the pier and lengthening the boat slip 10! 
feet. Pier 5 will also be equipped with a raised plat 
form for the full length of the pier, on the west side o! 
the structure. The platform will be built on a level wit! 
the car floor, which will save extra handling of freigh' 
between car and vessel and result in economy in the 
cost of transferring shipments over the pier. Principally 
bulk freight is handled on the open piers at Locust Point; 
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over the whole system. 


We'll tell. you how others have been doing this 


for twenty-five years. 
Your name and address is all we need. 


Streeter-Amet Weighing & Recording Co. 


607 Hartford Bldg. = : 


CHICAGO 
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Save Three-Fourths The Money | 


you now pay for weighing car-load freight. 

In addition, reduce the congestion at the scales 
and in the yards; release the switching crews for 
other duties; facilitate the movement of freight 
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Freight Rates Made Easy 


The CHICAGO FREIGHT RATE GUIDE 
of class rates is a condensed file of railroad tar- 
iffs, arranged for quick reference, showing 
THROUGH RATES from Chicago and Mil- 
waukee territory to towns in every state in 
the Union. 


All technicalities are eliminated in this, the 
most handy of all freight rate Guides. Not 
complicated ; just a practical and simple refer- 
ence book of class rates; concise and conven- 
‘ent. 


For checking expense bills, estimating pre- 
pays, quoting delivered prices, etc., etc., it is in 
a class by itself. Quicker than the telephone. 
and easier of access than a railroad tariff. 
Kept up to date at all times. Indorsed by rail- 
road and shipper alike. 


Yearly subscription price only $7.50. 


sib W. W. MARTIN &CO. io a 


417 S. Dearborn St., Chicago, III. 
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Sell The OIL TRADE 


Some 1,100 Independent Oil Jobbers and 
Refiners and nearly 10,000 Oil Producers in 
this country are Constantly in the market for 


Steel Tanks Tank Cars 
Pipe Boilers 
Hose Steam and 
Hose Couplings Gas Engines 
Belting Chemicals 


You can reach this big and growing market 
ONLY through 


The National Petroleum News 


Representing Independent Oil Men 
Rose Building Cleveland, Ohio 


Employ it as YOUR Salesman. Write Us. 












PUTTING WASTE STORAGE SPACE TO WORK 


TAK E alook at sour warehouse and see 
li about 25% of the space isn’t wasted 
The aisies are too wide; there is unem- 
ployed space near the ceiling and in out- 
of-the-way corners. Men canno!l stow ma- 
terial into these spaces by hand, but it can 
be done br a REVULVATOR or Purtable 
Tiering Machine. The revolving base feat 
ure enables you to twist the machine 
around any way you want, to tier in the 
end of aisles and get into high and out of 
the-way corners that cannot be reached 
in any other way. At the same time the 
REVOLVATOR [frequent y enables 2 men 
to do the work formerly requiring 5 to7 
Write for a copy of our book, T. W. '8, 
‘scientific Tiering,” aud you will see how 
this is done, 


N. Y. REVOLVING PORTABLE ELEVATOR CO. 


364 GARFIELD AVE. 24B JERSE. CITY, N. J, 
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therefore the economical handling of heavy shipments 
will mean a substantial saving to the railroad company. 
The pier will contain four tracks, so that cars can be 
run alongside the vessels for loading and unloading. 

The additional pier space at Locust Point has be- 
come necessary on account of the steady increase in 
the volume of export and import business handled by 
the Baltimore & Ohio system through its Baltimore ter- 
minals. The enlargement of the facilities have been 
carefully studied, with a view to facilitating the handling 
of the and providing for future re- 
quirements. 

Pier 5, in addition to its open floor space, has con- 
nected with it a brick warehouse 270 feex by 78 feet 
in dimensions, the warehouse being used to ‘store ship- 


present business 


ments. 

The completion of the work on Pier 5 will make a 
total floor space of approximately 800,000 square feet in 
the freight piers in the Locust Point terminals, thus 
placing Locust Point well in the lead as the largest freight 
terminal on the Atlantic coast. 


BIG ORDERS FOR WHITE TRUCKS 


The White Co. of Cleveland reports truck sales that 
are record-breakers for certain industries, involving any- 
sixty-eight vehicles. These sales 
have been made with great regularity, and each sale 
seems to surpass the previous one. A recent week re- 
cords the sale of three fleets, totaling 81 trucks. 

The largest sale was made to the Kaufmann-Baer 
Co., a uew department store of Pittsburgh, whose order 
calls for the immediate delivery of 38 White trucks and 
20 additional trucks after the first of the year. This is 
said to be the largest truck sale ever made in the city 
of Pittsburgh, and also the largest single truck purchase 
ever made by a department store. 

When the Kaufmann-Baer Co.’s trucks are delivered 
will be over 160 White trucks delivering the pur- 
chases of Pittsburgh The leading merchants 
of that city have stopped their experimental work and 
standardized on this type. A majority of these trucks 
are identical in design and capacity, differing only in the 
types of bodies. 


where from five to 


there 
shoppers. 


WANT FREE DELIVERY. 


The Chamber of Commerce of Washington, D. C., 
and the Retail Merchants’ Association have filed a formal 
protest against the proposed discontinuance by the Penn- 
and Baltimore & Ohio railroads of free store 
delivery of freight in Washington. The protest was pre- 
pared by Chapin Brown, general counsel of the Chamber 
of Commerce, and M. D. Rosenberg, genera] counsel of 
the Retail Merchants’ Association in connection with H. 
Earlton Hanes, special counsel for the chamber. The 
new tariffs will go into effect on September 1, and it is 
expected that the Commission will answer the protest 
before that time. The protest is in the nature of a 
petition that the new tariffs be suspended until a thorough 
investigation of the entire local freight situation can be 
made. The grounds upon which the petition is based 
are that the effect of these tariffs is to make a material 
advance in rates from points in New England, Phi-adel- 
phia, Baltimore and intermediate points to Washington; 
that this collection and delivery service has been in effect 
in Washington since 1883, and that, inasmuch as the 
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withdrawal of the privilege without a corresponding re 
duction in rates is clearly an advance in rates, it is 
claimed to be a violation of the Act to regulate commeree, 


ASKS DISSOLUTION OF COMBINE 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREA 
Co.orado Building, Washinyton, D. 

The Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Association of 
Baltimore has filed with the attorney-general a petition 
asking him to begin proceedings under the Sherman™ Act 
against the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad 
Co., the New England Navigation Co., New England 
Steamship Co., the Hartford & New York Transportation 
Co., the Merchants & Miners’ Transportation Co., the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Co., the Philadelphia, Baltimore & 
Washington Railroad Co., the Delaware Railroad, the 
Baltimore, Chesapeake & Atlantic Railway Co., and the 
Maryland, Delaware & Virginia Railway Co. 

The petition avers that these carriers have made 
through routes each, according as their respective lines 
run and ply, for the transportation of commodities be- 
tween the cities of Baltimore, Boston, Providence, New 
York and Philadelphia, and that whether the transporta- 
tion of articles between the above-mentioned points be 
all-rail, rail-and-water, or water, the rates and charges 
are identical, notwithstanding the well-known cheapness 
of water transportation, when compared with rail car- 
riage. It also states that the equality of charge is main- 
tained by reason of the ownership and control of the 
water lines by the rail carriers. 


The petition also declares that the relations between 
these carriers are, by reason of joint ownership, control 
and domination, in violation of the provisions of the 
Sherman anti-trust law, and extracts from a report of 
the commissioner of corporations are included in the 
petition to substantiate this. The petition asks the attor- 
ney-general to take such action “as will insure the dis- 
solution of the illegal combination of water and rail 
carriers herein mentioned, that there may be competition 
in the transportation of commerce between the cities of 
Boston, Providence, New York, Philadelphia and Balti- 
more.” 

The petition is signed by A. E. Beck, traffic manager 
of the Merchants & Manufacturers’ Association, and John 
B. Daish, special counsel. 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


Wanted—Position as AUDITOR. Fifteen years’ ex- 
perience in railway accounting in all its branches, At 
present employed in that capacity. References as to 
ability and character. Address G-17, Traffic Service Bu- 
reau, Chicago. 


Position Wanted.—Experienced man desires to corre- 
spond with anyone in need of a Traffic man. Fourteen 
years railroad experience and seven .years industrial 


traffic manager. Address 02, Traffic World, Chicago, 111, 
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Note tare-beam attached to side of scale. When tare must be deducted this saves time. Only net weight shown on dial 


Quick Weighing of L. C. L. Freight 


As rapidly as freight can be placed upon the platform of the Kron Scale, the accurate 
weight is instantly indicated. No time is wasted in fumbling with weights or a poise—no 
errors in calculating—no guesswork—no temptation to approximate weights. 

You can accurately weigh a 15-lb. package or a 1,000-Ib. shipment, one right after the 


i With the Kron Scale 


Instead of jumping wildly for 20 seconds or more, the quick-acting, non-vibrating dial 
hand comes to a dead stop at the exact weight instantly. 

Graduations and figures on dial are plain and easily read at a distance of at least ten feet. 

By installing Kron Scales one company practically eliminated all errors and saved 
80% in time of weighing. 

The Kron Attachment can be connected to beam scales, provided the platform mech- 
anism is in serviceable shape, thus enabling you to increase the efficiency of your scale 
service without sacrifice of usable equipment. 

Write for information, specifications and prices. 


American Kron Scale Company 
39 Cortlandt Street, New York City 


Western Representative: SPENCER OTIS COMPANY, Railway Exchange, Chicago. 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 
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Directory of Attorneys 


Practicing before the Interstate Commerce Commission 


Charles Conradis H. R. Small 


Practices bef: re the 


Interstate Commerce Commission Practices before the Interstate Commerce Commission 
418-430 South Market St., Chicago q 
606-7-8-9-10 Colorado Bidg., Washington, D. C. 1605-14 Pierce Bldg., St. Louis, Mo. 


John B. Daish | Belt & Grav s 


Attorneys at Law; practice before Interstate Com- 


Interstate Commerce cases only 
merce Commission and al] Courts 


.410 Security Trust Bidg., Chicago 
602-606 Hibbs Bldg., Washington, D. C. 810-814 Times Bidg., St. Louis, Mo. 


Watson & Aberneth 
Walter E, Me Cornack Attorneys at Law. Specialists im cia Com- 


. r ases. 
Formerly attorney for Interstate Commerce Commis- merce C 


sion; Counselor at Law B. G. Dahiberg 


Suite 956 First National Bank Bldg., Commerce Expert. 
Chicago, Ill. Pioneer Building. St. Panl, Minn 


(Beaumont, Smith @ Harris) 


Practices before Interstate Commerce Commission, 
1123-28 Ford Bldg., Detroit, Mich. 


Attorney at Law, Commerce Counsel! for the 
National Petroleum Association 
Rose Bldg., Cleveland, Ohio 


Littleford, James, Ballard & Frost 


Francis B. James (Commerce Counsel and Attor- 
ney and Counselor at Law), in charge of Washing- 
ton office, where E. E. Williamson (Transportation 
Expert and Statistician) is associated. 

805-6-7-8 Westory Bldg., Washington, D. C. 
First Nationa] Bank Bldg., Cincinnati, O. 


Richard J. Donovan 


Counselor at Law; Preparation of cases and trials 
of cases before the Interstate Commerce Commission 
a specialty; Experts on railroad tariffs furnished; 
Correspondence invited. 

233 Broadway, New York 


C. D. Chamberlin Hal H. Smith 


Jean Paul Muller 
Emerson Bentley Formerly with I. C. C. and Dept. of Justice as 
Attorney at Law; Special attention to commerce Expert Acct. and Spel. Asst. U. S. Atty. Specialty: 


practice before the Interstate Commerce Commission Financial and Operating Analyses, Cost of Service 
and Railroad Commission of Louisiana. Tests and Comparisons in Interstate and Intrastate 


201-203 First National Bank Building, Shreveport, La. Rate Litigation. 
420-424 Woodward Bldg., Washington, D. C. 


WILLIAM C. COWLING 
H. Earlton Hanes Attorney at Law and Commerce Counsel. Spe- 


cial attention given to rate and interstate com- 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, merce cases. Competent corps of traffic experts 
418 and 419 Colorado Bldg., in connection with both offices. 
1107-10 Chamber of Commerce Bldg., Detroit, Mich. 
Washington, D. C. 526-28 Wells Bldg., Milwaukee, Wis. 


BORDERS, WALTER & BURCHMORE 


555-561 Rookery, CHICAGO 


M. W. Borders Luther M. Walter John S. Burchmore 


CORPORATION, INSURANCE Formerly Attornevs for Interstate Commerce Commission 
AND ANTI-TRUsT LAWi ALL MATT? RS AFFECTING CARRIERS AND PUBLIC UTILI'IES 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC, WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to attorneys. 
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EXPORT BUSINESS 


Most manufacturers are waking up to the fact that this is an important subject 
and are reaching out for such trade. A competent Forwarding Agent can be 


of material assistance to manufacturers. 
We quote rates of Freight and Marine Insurance to all places abroad and shall 
gladly answer inquiries respecting Consular Regulations, Customs Duty, etc. 


G. W. SHELDON & CO., Chicago, New York, London, Liverpool, Paris, Havre, Boulogne-Sur-Mer 
Directory of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders, Warehouseman, Custom House Brokers, etc. 


Huguenot Express Co. 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 


Prone 839 Greeley. 
bulk shipments from 
owt of town a specialty; up-to-date facilities for storage 


624 West Thirty-sixth St. 
warders, truckmen for all lines; 


and distribution 


Judson Freight Forwarding Co., Inc. 


CHICAGO, ILL. 


443 Marquette Bldg. Carload distribution to all rail- 
roads at Chicago without teams; L. C. L. shipments of 
machinery forwarded at reduced rates to all principal 


western and Pacific Coast points. 


The Reading Truck Co. 


DETROIT, MICH. 


For- 


phone No. 633. 


Sixth and Congress Sts. Authorized eartage agents 


for the Wabash and Canadian Pacific railways and for 
the Anchor Line steamers. Special attention givem to 
distribution of carload freight for two or more parties. 


Merchandise delivered as ordered. 


LEADING COMMERCIAL AND TRAFFIC ORGANIZATIONS ‘he Traffic Club of New England, 


The National industrial Traffic League. 
Object—The object of this league is 
to interchange ideas concerning traffic 
matters, to co-operate with the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, state rail- 
road commissions and transportation 
companies in promoting and securing 
better understanding by the public and 
the state and national governments of 
the needs of the traffic world; to secure 
proper legislation where deemed neces- 
sary, and the modification of present 
laws where considered harmful to the 
free interchange of commerce; with the 
view to advance fair dealing and to 
promote, conserve and protect the com- 
mercial and transportation interests. 

Headquarters, Tacoma Bidg., 5 North 

La Salle St., Chicago. 


Officers. 


President, 
Plate Glass Co., 


. M. Belleville, 
G. F. A., Pittsburgh 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 
H. G. Wilson, Vice-President, 
Comm’r, Transportation Bureau of 
Commercial Club, Kansas City, Mo. 
Oscar F. Bell, Secretary-Treasurer, 
T. M. Crane Co., 836 South Michigan 
Ave., Chicago, Tl. 
David P. Chindblom, Assistant Secretary 
5 North La Salle St., Chicago. 


National Implement and Vehicle Associa- 


tion. W. J. Evans, Freight Traf. Mer., 
American Trust Bldg., Chicago, Il. 


Northern Pine Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion. H. S. Childs, Secy., Minneapolis. 
Sterling 
Manufacturers’ and Shippers’ 
Association. 


350-356 Seneca St. 
ing, handling, transferring and forwarding goods. Tele- 


Buffalo Storage & Carting Co. 


BUFFALO, N. Y. 
“Unsurpassed facilities’ for stor- 


Louisville Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 


LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Import and export freight contractors, transfer ané 
reshipping agents, custom house brokers. Bonded and 
free warehouses. 


Ashley Warehouse Co. 


ST. LOUIS, MO. 


Bonded and general storage. Drayage facilities. Cars 
eromptly handied. Custom house entries attended te. 


(ngurance, 18c. Track connections. 


In charge of traffic industries located 
at Sterling and Rock Falls, Il. 
W. P. Benson President 
H. H. Wood Vice-President 
W. J. Burleigh Secretary-Treasurer 
W. E. Long Traffic Manager 


Business Men’s League. P. W. Coyle, 
Comm’r, 614 Bank of Commerce Bldg., 
St. Louis. 


The Memphis Freight Bureau. L. R. 
Donelson, Pres.; W. G. Thomas, Vice- 
Pres.; James 8. Davant, Commissioner, 
Memphis, Tenn. 


TRAFFIC CLUBS 


National Federation of Traffic and Trans- 
portation Clubs. J. V. Zartman, Pres.; 
Carl K. Landes, Secy. 

The Chicago Transportation Association. 
Ray F. Clark, Pres.; H. E. MacNiven, 
Secy. 

The Traffic Club of New York. 
Mack, Pres.; C. A. Swope, Secy. 

The Spokane Transportation Club. 
W. Colby, Pres. 

The Traffic Club of Chicago. Guy S. 
McCabe, Pres.; W. H. Wharton, Secy. 
The Traffic Club of Dallas, Tex. T. BE. 
Jackson, Pres.; G. S. Maxwell, Secy. 
The Traffic Club of Philadelphia. Harry 
Billings, Pres.; C. W. Summerfield, 

Secy. 

The Traffic Club of St. Louis. Clarence 
H. Howard, Pres.; A. F. Versen, Secy.- 
Treas. 

The Traffic Club of Pittsburgh. 
Sattley, Pres.; D. L. Wells, Secy. 

The Transportation Club of Indianapolis. 
S. S. Shambaugh, Pres.; L. E. Stone, 
Secy. 


A. F. 


Chas. 


BE. C. 


os- 
F. » & 
Brown, Secy. 


The Transportation Club of Cincinnati. 
<: W. Poysell, Pres.; J. H. Anderson, 
ecy. 


The Transportation Club of Louisville, 
= L. Roederer, Pres.; S. J. McBride, 
ecy. 


The Transportation Club of Toledo. W. 
C. Thoms, Pres.; J. S. Marks, Secy. 
The Traffic Ciub of Newark. John T. 

Rogers, Pres.; J. R. Cooke, Secy. 

The Traffic Club of Seattle. Roger D. 
Pinneo, Pres.; P. B. Miller, Secy. 

The Transportation Club of Detroit, Mich. 
ee A. Jones, Pres.; W. R. Hurley, 
ecy. 

Transportation Club of San Francisco: J. 
F. Burgin, Pres.; Theo. H. Jacobs, 
Secy. 

The Railroad Club of Kansas City, Mo. 
2 N. Stroud, Pres.; Claude Manlove, 
Secy. 

The Traffic and Transportation Club of 
Birmingham. A. W. Carey, Pres.; H. 
H. Knight, Secy 

The Traffic Club of Minneapolis. F. E. 
Pool, Pres.; F. B. Rowley, Secy. 

Salt Lake Transportation Club. C. J. 

. E. Rowland, Secy. 
Wm, P. 


MeNitt, Pres.; 

Traffic Club of Milwaukee. 

O’Connor, Pres.; C. C. Lloyd, Secy. 

Transportation Club of Lima, O. Lloyd 
P. Sherrick, Pres.; D. L. Rupert, Secy.- 
Treas. 

Grand Rapids Traffic Club, Grand Rapids, 
Mich. Chas. H. Lilley, Pres.; James 
Bale, Secy. 

Transportation Club of Peoria. R. M. 
Field, Pres.; A. S. Howells, Secy. 
Traffic Club of Cleveland. D. F. Hurd, 

Pres.; W. V. Bishop, Secy. 

Traffic Club of Erie, Pa. Edwin H. Bre- 
villier, Pres.: M. Ww. Bismann, Secy 
Los Angeles Traffic Association, Los An- 
geles, Cal. E. S. Blair, Pres.; C. E. 

Cline, Secy.-Treas. 


Byrnes, Pres.; Wm 
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Lost In The Files 


Has That Experience Ever Worried You? 
Does It Worry You Now? 
Would You Stop It If You Could? 


adopt the 
W. E. ROSENBAUM 


Perpetual Correspondence 


Filme System 


for the 


TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT 
No Index Cards No Duplication of Numbers 


No Question of Where to Find Correspondence. 
Saves Time and Expense in Filing. 

Affords Universal Numbering Scheme for All Offices. 
Not a New Idea; Not an Experiment. 

Simple — Logical — Practical. 

F alll Directions and Classification List. 
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